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Executive Summary

This May 1998 Proposal Solicitation Package (PSP) of the CALFED Bay-Delta Program
(CALFED) is.provided for the public to submit proposals for ecosystem restoration programs
and projects designed to improw~ the health of the Bay-Delta ecosystem. The previous June
1997 Request for Proposals (RFP) resulted in 71 individual projects being selected and funded,
totaling $85,378,000.

This May 1998 PSP requests that applicants submit proposals tailored to one of nine specific
topics:

¯ Fish Passage Assessment

¯ Fish Passage and Related Screen Improvements

¯ Floodplain Management and Habitat Restoration

¯ Sediment Management

¯ Fish Harvest Management Tools

¯ Species Life History Studies

¯ Local Watershed Stewardship

¯ Environmental Education

¯ Small Screen Evaluations and Alternatives

CALFED has allocated a specific amount of funding for each of these categories. A maximum
of $24,550,000 will be awarded as a result of this solicitation.

Funding for the May 1998 PSP is available from several sources: State Proposition 204, the
Federal Bay-Delta Act, and fede.ral watershed funding. While CALFED will coordinate the
proposal solicitation, evaluation, and selection process, other CALFED member agencies will
prepare and manage individual contracts with the successful applicants, as described further in
this package.

Applicants are requested to subtnit proposals to the CALFED Bay-Delta Program Office, 1416
Ninth Street, Suite 1155, Sacramento, California, 95814. Proposals must be received by the
CALFED office no later than 4:00 p.m. on July 2, 1998. Proposals received after this date and
time will be returned unopened. Ten copies of each proposal are to be submitted. Applicants are
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strongly encouraged to follow the instructions for proposal format and content which are
contained within this package. Failure to follow solicitation instructions could result in rejection
of the application or a reduction in scoring.

Any questions regarding this proposal solicitation package must be submitted in writing by 4:00
p.m. on June 1, 1998 to The CALFED Bay-Delta Program, 1416 Ninth Street, Room 1155,
Sacramento, CA 95814, E-Mail: publica@water.ca.gov Fax: 654-9780.

In addition, the public may ask questions at the Public Pre-Submittal Workshop to be held on
June 2, 1998 from 9:30 to 12:30 at the Sacramento Convention Center, 1400 J Street, Room 203,
Sacramento, CA 95814. Shortly after the workshop, CALFED staff will provide a written
response to common questions to all parties who have received this proposal solicitation
package.
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A.    Objectives of the May 1998 Proposal Solicitation Package (PSP)

The CALFED Bay-Delta Program invites proposals for ecosystem restoration programs and
projects to improve the health of the Bay-Delta ecosystem. The objective of this May 1998 PSP
is to solicit and fund actions which address priority problems in the Bay-Delta ecosystem. For
this proposal solicitation, CALFED has identified nine (9) topics where actions are to be funded.
The nine topics were established separately to further assess and improve fish passage, restore
habitat, conserve land within floodplains, manage sediment in waterways, develop tools to
reduce the impact of fish harvest, determine the life history of selected fish species, plan and
implement projects on a watershed level, provide restoration-related education, and evaluate
alternatives to screening small diversions. Funding provided for this PSP will be directed
toward programs and projects within these nine topics which 1) begin to reduce conflicts in the
Bay-Delta Ecosystem, 2) focus on high risk species and habitats, and 3) provide broad ecosystem
benefits.

Applicants are requested to submit formal proposals for the specific topics, following the
instructions and formats contained in this announcement. Proposals must be received at the
CALFED Bay-Delta Program office, 1416 Ninth Street, Suite 1155, Sacramento, California,
95814, by 4:00 p.m. on July 2, 1998. Proposals received after this time will be returned
unopened. Timely proposals will then be evaluated using the criteria and process described
herein, leading to multiple awards in September 1998.

B.    Background on the CALFED Bay-Delta Program

The CALFED Bay-Delta Program is a consortium of State and Federal agencies with
management and regulatory responsibilities in the San Francisco Cay/Sacramento-San Joaquin
Delta Estuary. The Federal agency members include: U.S. Bureau of Reclamation, U.S. Fish and
Wildlife Service, Natural Resources Conservation Service, U.S. Forest Service, Bureau of Land
Management, U. S. Geological Survey, the Western Area Power Administration and the U.S.
Army Corps of Engineers. The State agency members of CALFED include: California
Resources Agency, California Department ofFish and Game, California Department of Water
Resources, California Environmental Protection Agency and the State Water Resources Control
Board.

The CALFED Bay-Delta Program’s mission is to develop a long-term comprehensive plan that
will restore ecological health and improve water management for beneficial uses of the Bay-
Delta system. The Program ha,,; four objectives:

¯ Provide good water quality for all beneficial uses
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¯ Improve and increase aquatic and terrestrial habitats and improve ecological functions in
the Bay-Delta to support sustainable populations of diverse and valuable plant and animal
species

¯ Reduce the mismatch between Bay-Delta water supplies and current and projected
beneficial uses dependant on the Bay-Delta system

¯ Reduce the risk to land use and associated economic activities, water supply,
infrastructure, and the ecosystem from catastrophic failure of Delta levees.

The CALFED Bay-Delta Program has prepared a draft Programmatic Environmental Impact
Statement/Report (EIS/EIR) that evaluates alternatives to address the above objectives. This
document was released to the public in March 1998, and may be obtained by contacting the
CALFED Bay-Delta Program tol!-free at (800) 900-3587 or (916) 657-2666, or by visiting the
CALFED website at: http://ealfed.ea.gov. All alternatives contain common programs to
address ecosystem health, levee system integrity, water use efficiency, water transfers, water
quality and watershed management. The common program to address ecosystem health,
consistent with the second CALFED objective above, is described in the Ecosystem Restoration
Program Plan (ERPP), which is fi~und as an appendix to the draft Programmatic EISiEIR.

The goal of the ERPP is to improve and increase aquatic and terrestrial habitats, and to improve
ecological functions in the Bay-Delta to support sustainable populations of diverse and valuable
plant and animal species. The ERPP is a long-term ecosystem restoration program that will be
implemented in phases over several decades, and incorporates the use of adaptive management.
Adaptive. management is defined here as a process of testing alternative ways of meeting
objectives and adjusting future management actions according to what is learned. Applicants
desiring additional information on the ERPP or the CALFED Bay Delta Program can contact the
Program at (800) 900-3587 or (916) 657-2666, or by visiting the CALFED website at:
http://calfed.ca.gov

The CALFED Restoration Coordination Program is designed as a short-term program to begin
implementation of ecosystem restoration actions while the draft Programmatic EIS/EIR is
awaiting final approval. Once the CALFED member agencies select a preferred alternative based
on the final Programmatic EIS/EIR, it is expected that the Ecosystem Restoration Coordination
Program will become part of the overall ERPP.

C. Background on Category III and Projects Funded to Date

The December 15, 1994, Bay-Delta Accord included a commitment to develop and fund non-
flow related ecosystem restoration activities to improve the health of the Bay-Delta ecosystem.
This funding source and commitment is commonly referred to as Category III. The Category III
Steering Committee was formed to administer previous rounds of Category III funding. In 1995
and 1996 the Category III Steering Committee approved 38 restoration projects, including land
acquisition, fish screens, fish ladders, habitat restoration, and focused research designed to
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improve future restoration efforts. Members of the California Urban Water Agencies contributed
$21.7 million to fund these restoration projects. Information on previously approved projects is
available from the Metropolitan Water District of Southern California at (916) 650-2600.

The passage of Proposition 204 in 1996 provided an additional $60 million from State bond
funds for Category III purposes. The Federal Bay-Delta Act also provided $85 million in federal
funds for fiscal year 1998 for financial assistance programs that promote ecosystem restoration
purposes.

The administration function for Category III funds was shifted to the CALFED Bay-Delta
Program’s Restoration Coordination Program, which receives input from the Ecosystem
Roundtable, the Bay-Delta Advisory Council and the general public. The Restoration
Coordination Program also has the responsibility of improving coordination among fish and
wildlife restoration programs in the Central Valley. The administration function was assigned to
CALFED to ensure that Category III programs and projects were well integrated with other
restoration programs and were consistent with the long-term Ecosystem Restoration Program
Plan (ERPP).

In June 1997, CALFED released a Request for Proposals (RFP) for ecosystem restoration
projects designed to improve the health of the Bay-Delta system. Over 300 proposals were
submitted, and in December 1997, CALFED announced that 50 proposals had been awarded
over $60 million in funds. These funds came from four sources: state Proposition 204, Federal
Bay-Delta Act, FY 98 EPA Watershed funding, and contributions from the California Urban
Water Agencies.

The next ecosystem restoration funding cycle began in early 1998, when CALFED began
planning how to allocate approximately $85 million. The majority of the funds are from the
Federal Bay-Delta Act, with additional contributions from state Proposition 204 and
FY 98 Watershed funds. As a first step, CALFED announced the funding of 21 proposals which
had been submitted through the 1997 RFP process, but for which there were insufficient funds at
that time. CALFED allocated approximately $24 million to these proposals.

The Ecosystem Restoration Program’s technical advisors for the 1997 RFP, known as the
Integration Panel, then recommended funding specific types of restoration work with the
remainder of the $61 million. This solicitation package requests proposals for projects within
nine of the specific topics, as described in Section II.E.

In addition to the topics in this Proposal Solicitation Package, there are other program
recommendations that are still being developed and there may be opportunities for interested
applicants to compete in these areas in the future. The program topics still being developed
include habitat restoration planning for the flood control bypasses, prevention and control of
exotic species, and assessment of the impacts of contaminants in the Bay-Delta system. In

~ c_zl.Fm                                                                                     PSP May 1998
-~ BAY-DELTA

~ PROGRAM

7

I --000068
1-000066



addition, funding has been provided for the Natural Resources Conservation Service’s small
screen program to fund the construction of screens at small diversions throughout the system.

D. How to Use This Proposal Solicitation Package

Executive Summary.
Section I of this solicitation package is the Executive Summary and provides a general overview
of the package and information on how to submit proposals.

General Information
Section II of this solicitation package contains information that pertains to all applicants,
regardless of the specific topic or funding source. Potential applicants are urged to carefully
review this section to understand the proposal evaluation/selection process, required proposal
format and content, who may apply for funding, the geographic scope limitation for projects,
conflict of interest information, the minimum requirements for all proposals, and the 1998
funding priorities.

May 1998 Proposal Solicitation Topics
Section III of this solicitation describes the nine topics for which proposals are being solicited.
For each topic, information is presented regarding proposal eligibility, additional criteria by which
proposals will be evaluated, additional format or content requirements, and specific contract
requirements. Each topic has its own maximum funding amount; however, it is possible that the
entire amount of funding will not be obligated in this funding cycle.

Each applicant must determine the appropriate topic for which funding is being requested.
Therefore, it is incumbent upon the applicant to carefully read the topic descriptions presented in
Section III. Upon review of the proposals and providing the proposal meets minimum
requirements, CALFED staff may re-direct proposals for review in one or more other topics, or
may redirect a proposal to a different topic, if deemed appropriate.

Note: Proposals submitted, but not funded, under the 1997 Category III Request for
Proposals (RFP) solicitation as well as Inquiry Proposals must be resubmitted in a format
that is responsive to this PSP to receive consideration under this May 1998 PSP.

The applicant may elect to group individual projects together if they have a significant direct
connection such that both projects are necessar~ to achieve the stated ecological benefit (i.e., the
purchase of land and the subsequent restoration of that land). If several projects do not have a
direct connection, but do have a common basis and!or ecological benefit (i.e., the acquisition of
adjacent parcels of land), then it is the applicant’s discretion whether to submit the projects as a
group or individually. Please note that if grouped projects could be considered separable, then the
applicant must clearly delineate each individual project’s tasks, costs, deliverables, etc.
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Because funding may be provided for only a portion of each submitted project, the applicant
should clearly show which tasks are considered inseparable (e.g., if these tasks are omitted then
the project cannot proceed at all). When CALFED fimds portions of a project, there is no
guarantee that the future phases of that project will be funded by CALFED or any other funding
source. Future funding will depend on the progress of the project, the nature and extent of
proposals competing at that. time, ecological priorities, and the availability of funds.

If cost sharing is anticipated, but the sources have not yet committed the ffmding, then the
proposal should indicate the status and timing of the anticipated commitment.

Projects can be multi-year efforts if needed and appropriate. However, funds must be expended
¯ by a contractor no more than three years after execution of a contract.

Applicants who wish to collaborme on a project may elect to use a contractor-subcontractor
relationship or a joint venture partnership. For either case, the CALFED contracting entity will
execute a contract with only one applicant. The proposal needs to clearly indicate which applicant
will sign the contract and the nature of the agreement between the other applicants, as discussed
below.

The subcontractor relationship approach requires that the proposal discuss the nature of the
relationship, and if appropriate, the justification for not using the competitive bidding process to
select subcontractors. Specific subcontractors do not necessarily need to be listed in the proposal,
except to highlight the qualifications of the proposed team for evaluation by the Technical Review
Panel. Some subcontractors may not be known until after the proposal has been awarded, and a
subcontract has been put out for bid. The estimated costs for subcontract work, and any necessary
overhead for managing subcontractors, must be included in the proposal.

Applicants that are joint venture partnerships must identify one partner as the contracting party
responsible for payments, reporting, and accounting. The proposal must include a detailed
description of how the partners will operate, including the allocation of decision-making authority
and liability. The proposals should identify the tasks to be performed by the different entities and
the costs at each task level.

E.    May 1998 Proposal SolMtation Topics

This May 1998 Proposal Solicitation Package (PSP) is for ecosystem restoration projects that
meet one of the nine topics briefly described below. (Note that a full description of each topic is
found in Section III of this docmnent). For each topic, CALFED has set a maximum funding
level. While CALFED will coordinate the proposal solicitation, evaluation, and selection process,
various CALFED member agencies will prepare and manage individual contracts or cooperative
agreements with the successful applicants.
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¯ Fish Passage Assessment. Maximum amount to be awarded: $500,000. Implementing
Agency: the Califomia Resources Agency. Funding Source: State Proposition 204. This
topic involves identifying opportunities to improve fish passage through cooperative
efforts. This can include identification of small diversion dams which are appropriate for
removal, replacement, or consolidation. For specific application information, see Section
III.A (page 25).

¯ Fish Passage and Related Screen Improvements. Maximum amount to be awarded:
$5,750,000. Implementing Agency: U.S. Bureau of Reclamation. Funding Source:
Federal Bay-Delta Act. Proposals are being solicited to improve fish passage in areas
where high quality habitat will be made accessible to high priority fish species. Projects
can include consolidation of diversions, removal of dams, removal of instream
obstructions, implementation of "fish friendly" dam operations, construction or
rehabilitation of fish screens, and if no other passage solutions can be implemented,
construction of ladders. For specific application information, see Section III.B (page 30).

¯ Floodplain Management and Habitat Restoration. Maximum amount to be awarded:
$13,850,000. Implementirtg Agency: U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service. Funding Source:
Federal Bay-Delta Act. Three types of projects are being solicited: (a) those that identify
land to be acquired, either through fee title or permanent easement, within the floodplains
of the major rivers or their tributaries for restoration, (b) habitat restoration and/or creation
projects within the floodplain, and (c) habitat restoration demonstration projects in
different parts of the water:~hed. An emphasis will be placed on proposals that benefit the
CALFED priority species and habitats (see Section I.J). For specific application
information related to applying under this topic, see Section III.C (page 35).

¯ Sediment Management. Maximum amount to be awarded: $500,000. Implementing
Agency: the California Resources Agency. Funding Source: State Proposition 204. The
purpose of this topic is to fund sediment management projects and can include providing
matching funds for the Central Valley Project Improvement Act (CVPIA) gravel
restoration program. For specific application information, see Section III.D (page 41).

¯ Fish Harvest Management Tools. Maximum amount to be awarded: $500,000.
Implementing Agency: the.. California Resources Agency. Funding Source: State
Proposition 204. Proposals are being solicited to develop fisheries management tools
needed to decrease the effects of commercial and recreational harvest on sensitive stocks
while maintaining the important industries supported by fish harvest. For specific
application information, see Section III.E (page 46).

¯ Species Life History Studies. Maximum amount to be awarded: $600,000. Implementing
Agency: the Califomia Resources Agency. Funding Source: State Proposition 204.
Successful applicants will propose research programs to identify key habitat needs and
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stressors on each life history stage of green sturgeon, steelhead, and spring mn chinook
salmon, including field data and models. An emphasis will be placed on techniques to use
for the restoration of these species. For specific application information, see Section III.F
(page 51).

¯ Local Watershed Stewardship. Maximum amount to be awarded: $2,300,000.
Implementing Agency: U.S. EPA. Funding Source: FY 98 EPA Watershed and Federal
Bay-Delta Act funds. Funding will be provided for the development and implementation
of watershed plans by new or existing watershed groups. For specific appIication
information related to applying under this topic, see Section III.G (page 55).

¯ Environmental Education. Maximum amount to be awarded: $300,000. Implementing
Agency: U.S. Bureau of Reclamation/U.S. Forest Service. Funding Source: Federal Bay-
Delta Act. Funding will be provided for educational programs that increase public
awareness, knowledge, and appreciation of natural resources, foster active participation in
conservation programs, and encourage individuals to wisely use natural resources. For
specific application information, see Section III.H (page 58).

¯ Small Screen Evaluation and Alternatives. Maximum amount to be awarded: $200,000.
Implementing Agency: the California Resources Agency. Funding Source: State
Proposition 204. Proposals are being solicited that focus on development of information
that can be used to prioritize efforts to screen small diversions. Proposals are also being
solicited to determine if there are techniques, other than positive barrier fish screens,
which can significantly reduce entrainment and to evaluate these techniques in an
appropriate setting. For specific application information, see Section III.I (page 61).

F. Evaluation/Selection Process and Schedule for Formal Proposals

Proposals will be reviewed using a two-step process. First, panels of technical experts (Technical
Review Panels) made up of state, federal and non-agency representatives with the necessary
expertise will be formed to evaluate and score proposals submitted under each topic. The panels
will use the criteria described in each Topic section to evaluate and score proposals. Scores for
each of the criteria will typically range from zero to twenty-five, although criteria may be
weighted differently for different topics, as described in Section III. A proposal must receive a
score of at least 40 out of a total score of 70 to be eligible for funding in this funding cycle.
However, a score above 40 does not automatically ensure funding.

Applicants may be asked to respond in writing to questions to clarify information contained
within their proposals.
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The Technical Review Panels will be held to certain conflict of interest rules and requirements as
described in Attachment G.

The second part of the evaluation process involves the 1998 Integration Panel, which will be
comprised of state and federal agency technical staff and non-agency technical representatives.
The Integration Panel may also include individuals involved from other funding sources.

The Integration Panel will evaluate recommendations from the Technical Review Panels for all
qualified proposals received and will identify any conflicts or synergy between Technical Review
Panel recommendations in the different topic areas, check for duplicate proposals submitted under
other topics, identify unmet restoration needs, and assure the overall integrity of the technical
review process.

Integration Panel recommendations for funding will be reviewed by the Ecosystem Roundtable
and the Bay-Delta Advisory Council. The CALFED member agencies, acting through the
CALFED Policy Group, will make final funding recommendations to the implementing agencies.
Final approval for funding proposals, however, rests with the implementing agency for each topic
area. (See Section II.E)

All funding recommendations will be coordinated with other appropriate funding sources (such as
the Central Valley Project Improvement Act (CVPIA)), and programs administered through other
agencies (such as the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) and the State Water Resources
Control Board (SWRCB)). Accordingly, the CALFED funding recommendations may identify
co-funding or alternative funding options for projects. Proposals not funded through this PSP will
be forwarded, as appropriate, to other funding sources for their consideration. Project funding
provided through sources other than those listed in this PSP may include additional
contract/award terms and conditions.

It is anticipated that funding decisions will be made by September, 1998. Preparation of contracts
or cooperative agreements will begin as soon as projects are approved, but due to their complexity
it may take considerable time to develop and execute the contracts or cooperative agreements for
the successful proposals. Applicants should not commence work on their projects until a
funding agreement is executed. Work performed prior to execution of a funding agreement is
done at the risk of the applicant and without expectation of reimbursement. Funding agreements
are not final until signed by the appropriate contracting agency.

All submitted proposals and evaluation scores become public information and will be available
for review after the 1998 Integration Panel completes its review (see Section II.K).

G.    Minimum Requirements for Successful Proposals and Applicants

Successful projects and programs must meet the following requirements, where appropriate.
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These minimum requirements should be budgeted into each proposal, as necessary. Some of the
minimum requirements listed below pertain to issues that applicants must address in their
proposals, as described in more detail in Section II.H.

¯ Consistent with Ecosystem Restoratiorl Program Plan (ERPP) objectives. Successful
proposals will be consistent with the CALFED ERPP objectives. The ERPP is a long-
term ecosystem restoration program plan that will be implemented in phases over several
decades. A copy of the ERPP is contained in the Appendix to the draft Programmatic
EIS/EIR. (note: applicants must identify the specific ERPP objectives addressed in their
proposal and include the ERPP section, objective, and page number)

¯ Complies with all applicable laws and regulations, including NEPA/CEQA. Successful
proposals must comply with all applicable laws and regulations, including National
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) and California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA).
Proposals may include in their budgets funding necessary for compliance with legal and
regulatory requirements, as described in Section II.H.

¯ Does not prejudice the ultimate decision on the CALFED long-term program. CALFED is
currently evaluating three., basic alternatives, with variations thereof, as part of the
Programmatic EIS/EIR process. Programs and projects are not eligible for funding if they
are determined to limit the choice of a reasonable range of alternatives, affect the selection
of alternatives, or affect the selection of the preferred alternative in the draft Programmatic
EIS/EIR as released in March, 1998. If applicants are interested in understanding if their
proposal may conflict with any of the alternatives, they may obtain a copy of the draft
Programmatic EIS/EIR by calling the CALFED Bay-Delta Program toll free at (800) 900-
3587 or (916) 657-2666 z, nd requesting a copy, or by visiting the CALFED web site at:
http://caifed.ca.gov. This document is also available at some local libraries. Ecosystem
restoration actions that are considered to be common to all the proposed CALFED
alternatives are not considered to be prejudicial to the ultimate decision. CALFED staff
will review proposals to identify potential conflicts between the proposals and the
CALFED alternatives.

¯ Involves only willing sellers or landowners. Successful proposals that involve actions on
private or public lands must provide satisfactory evidence that the landowner is a willing
participant in the action. No land will be acquired through condemnation.

¯ ..W.ork commences 0nly when funding agreement signed by agency. Applicants with
successful proposals should not commence work on their projects until a funding
agreement is signed by the appropriate agency. Work performed by successful applicants
prior to execution of a funding agreement is done at the applicant’s own risk. Successful
applicants should not expect reimbursement of monies spent prior to the execution of a
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funding agreement. Due to their complexity, the development of funding agreements may
take considerable time.

¯ Lim. itations on funding. Successful proposals cannot not use funds to replace existing
funding sources for on-going programs, for political advocacy, or for an applicant’s
litigation costs. Proposals that include projects or programs that are regulatory conditions
or mitigation requirements t’or a prior project will be evaluated on a case-by-case basis.

¯ Cost Sharing. It is anticipated that many proposals will contain provisions for cost
sharing. However, if the successful applicant fails to secure the cost share funds identified
in the proposal, and as a result has insufficient funds to complete the project, the
contracting agency has the option to amend or terminate the award.

Successful applicants will be expected to comply with the following requirements.

¯ Program review presentations. Successful applicants may be required to make oral
presentations at annual review meetings. The purpose of the meetings is to effectively
monitor the progress and utility of the projects, and to share information among all the
CALFED contract recipients.

¯ Quarterly reporting. Successful applicants will be required to submit quarterly reports due
by the 10th day of the month following the end of each quarter. It is anticipated that the
following information will be required: the amount invoiced to the contracting agency, the
amount invoiced to cost share partners, a description of activities performed during the
quarter, the percentage of each task completed, the deliverables produced, problems and
delays encountered, and a description of any amendments or modifications to the contract.

¯ Final reporting. Successful applicants are required to submit final reports at the end of
their projects.

¯ Biologica! monitoring. To ensure coordination of ecological and biological monitoring,
CALFED will require successful applicants to complete ecological and biological
monitoring plans where necessary. Some proposals may not require ecological and
biological monitoring due to the nature of the proposal (e.g., Species Life History). For
proposals in which restoration activities are being implemented, the ecological and
biological monitoring plan must be submitted, reviewed, and approved by CALFED
before any monitoring takes place. Proposals which contain only planning activities are to
add a task for the development of an ecological and biological monitoring plan to be used
in future implementation activities.

At a minimum, the Ecological and Biological Monitoring Plan shall include the
following items: objectives of the monitoring, questions to be addressed through
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monitoring; personnel conducting the monitoring and their related experience;
duration of the monitoring; constituents to be monitored; sampling method;
locations and frequency of measurement; and reporting formats. In addition, the
Ecological and Biological Monitoring Plan shall incorporate a Quality Assurance
Project Plan (QAPP) which shall include the number and type of quality control
samples; preservation, storage, and analytical techniques; and data synthesis and
analysis. Whenever possible, standard methods shall be incorporated and
referenced in the plans.

The successful applicant shall submit annual monitoring reports presenting findings and
addressing whether the monitoring objectives have been achieved. Data shall be available in
electronic format and shall be awdlable for transfer to a storage system of CALFED’s choice.

H.    Formal Proposal Format and Content ¯

The following format and, as applicable, content requirements should be adhered to in order for
proposals to be considered responsive to this PSP. Other information should be provided if the
proponent believes that it is nece~;sary to address the evaluation criteria shown in the Topic
sections. Page limitations for each section ~re shown and should not be exceeded. Brief, concise
yet thorough proposals under the page limitations are encouraged. The proposal submittal should
be on 8 ½ x 11 size paper, with black and white text (no smaller than 12 point) and tables/graphics
with text no smaller than 10 point. Submit maps, figures and/or photos as necessary to describe
the complete context of the proposal. The maps, figures, and/or photos may be submitted in color
but as a minimum are required to be reproducible via a black & white copier. The proposals
should be stapled on the upper left hand comer.

Successful applicants will be funded from State Proposition 204 bond funds, Federal Bay-Delta
Act funds or FY 98 EPA Watershed funds. Applicants for State Proposition 204 bond funds and
Federal Bay-Delta Act funds will be required to comply with standard terms as described in
Attachments D and E, depending on funding source. Attachment D includes standard terms for
projects funded by the State. Attachment E includes standard forms for projects funded by the
Department of Interior. Standard. forms for projects funded by the Environmental Protection
Agency can be obtained by contacting EPA at (415) 744-1990.

Specific contract requirements are discussed in each Topic section trader Section (4) - Contract
Requirements. Proponents should carefully read Section (4) of their selected Topic(s) to assure
they can meet the applicable contract requirements.

Proposals should include, as a minimum, the following information:

I. Cover page indicating Topic for which proposal is being submitted, summary
information, and certification (see Attachment H).
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II. Executive Summary (no more than 2 pages)

a. Project Title and Applicant Name
b. Project Description and Primary Biological/Ecological Objectives
c. Approach/Tasks/Schedule
d. Justification for Project and Funding by CALFED
e. Budget Costs and Third Party Impacts
f. Applicant Qualifications
g. Monitoring and Data Evaluation
h. Local Support/Coordination with other Programs/Compatibility with CALFED

objectives

III. Title Page (1 page)

a. Title of Project
b. Name of applicant/principle investigator(s); address; phone/fax/E-mail;

organizational, institutional or corporate affiliations of applicant/principle
investigator(s)

c. Type of Organization and Tax Status
d. Tax Identification Number and/or Contractor license, as applicable
e. Participants/Collaborators in Implementation

IV. Project Description (no more than 6 pages plus maps and/or figures)

a. Project Description and Approach

Thoroughly describe the features and extent of the proposed project and the intended
approach to complete the project.

b. Proposed Scope of Work

Identify each incremental phase of the project. Identify the specific tasks needed to
conduct/implement actions.for the project phase(s) being proposed for funding. For each
specific task or subtask, identify the work to be completed, the schedule, budget, and
deliverable. Clearly identify which tasks are considered to be inseparable if only a
portion of the project were to be funded.

c. Location and/or Geographic Boundaries of the Project

Identify the County and Watershed to which the project applies. Use maps as appropriate.
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d. Expected Benefit(s)

Identify the primary stressors, species, and/or habitats (refer to Section L and Attachments
B and C) which are the focus oftheproject. Identify and, to the extentpossible, quantify
the expected benefits. Distinguish primary benefits from secondary benefits. Identify
potential benefits to third parties, other ecosystem restoration programs, and CALFED
non-ecosystem objectives.

e. Background and Ec, ological/Biological/Technical Justification

Discuss the need for the project (e.g., existing conditions) and a comparison of proposed
approach with alternative and other similar approaches to achieve comparable
objective(s). Summarize the basis for expected benefit(s). Describe how the project meets
ERPP objectives and list the specific target(s) met by the proposal note: applicants
should identify the specific ERPP objectives addressed in their proposal and include the
ERPP section, objective, and page number. Describe how the project addresses the
objectives of the Anadromous Fish Restoration Program (AFRP) or other sections of the
CVPIA. Discuss nature of and basis for durability of the benefit(s) resulting from
implementation of the proposed project (e.g., sensitivity to hydrologic/climatic changes;
enhanced ecosystem function/processes). Summarize the current status of the project: Is it
a new or continuingproject; what is the progress, accomplishments, or expenditures to
date; discuss the project’s past interaction with other programs/projects; identify the
status of supporting documentation.

f. Monitoring and Data Evaluation

Discuss the nature and extent of monitoring and data evaluation, and provide a
comparison of the proposed monitoring/data evaluation approach with alternative and
other similar approaches. Discuss the potential for or planned coordination and
integration of monitoring/data evaluation with other programs. Address how the
proposed project will use peer review in the monitoring and data evaluation process.
note: Applicants should carefully review monitoring requirements identified in Section
II.G.

g. Implementability

Discuss issues such as: Compliance with laws and regulations; the nature and status of
environmental review documents under CEQA or NEPA permits, easements,
encumbrances, environmental compliance, etc; required coordination with other projects;
sensitivity to hydrologic/climatic conditions; the nature and extent of local support (the
proposal should either state the level and nature of local support, if known, or indicate

PSP May 1998
BAY-DELTA

17

I --000078
1-000078



how the applicant intends to seek and obtain local support and should include available
documentation of local support), outreach efforts, and participation; cultural impacts; etc.

V. Costs and Schedule to Implement Proposed Project (no more than 2 pages plus tables
and/or figures)

a. Budget Costs

Identify budgeted costs for the program in total and specific to each of the tasks or
subtasks for which you are requesting funding. Specify the breakdown of costs and
funding source for each task using the following categories: Direct salary and benefit
costs; Indirect overhead labor costs (General, administrative and fee), if any; Costs of
service contracts; Costs qf material/acquisition contracts; and miscellaneous and other
direct costs. An example table for displaying cost breakdown is shown below in Table 1.
Separate O&M costs out by phase/task of the project. Discuss the basis/need for
CALFED funding to support the project, and the potential for incremental CALFED
funding for distinct project phases. Identify contingency planning for anticipated current
year and future year funding needs, especially cost sharing and O&M. Identify funding
partnership needs and/or commitments, and specify the source of partnership funding
(CVPIA, etc.) and status of that funding. Identify subcontract bid and evaluation process.

Table 1 - Example Cost Breakdown Table

Project Direct Direct Overhead Service Material Miscellaneous Total
Phase and Labor Salary Labor Contracts and and other Direct Cost
Task Hours and (General, Acquisition Costs

Benefits Admin. Contracts
and fee)

Task 1
Subtask A
Subtask B

Task 2
¯.etc...

(* - Also indicate the source of funding for this Phase!Task and whether it is for O&M costs)
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b. Schedule Milestones

Identify the start/completion dates of specific tasks discussed above plus other key
milestones (decisions, testing, etc.). Also identify how payments would relate to
milestones, as applicable.

c. Third Party Impact:~

Identify and quantify any anticipated or potential third party impacts that would result
from implementation of this project, and associated mitigation measures. Examples
include economic impacts to a community from land use changes, or reduced
hydroelectric generation revenues due to changes in water release patterns in a river.

VI. Applicant Qualifications (r~o more than 3 pages, including tables)

Describe the planned organization of staff and other resources to be used in implementing
this project. Identify the nature and extent of other collaborating participants in the
implementation of this project. Identify specific individual responsibilities covering
technical, administrative and project management roles. Provide brief biosketches which
identify the individual’s qualifications as well as experience and performance on past
related projects consistent with their proposed roles and responsibility (note: it is not
necessary to provide letters of reference for similar projects). Disclose and discuss any
potential conflicts of interest, lf the applicant is an entity or organization, the applicant’s
signature on the cover sheet (Attachment H) certifies that the individual signing the
application is authorized to do so on behalf of the organization or entity.

VII. Compliance with standard terms and conditions (no more than 1 page plus forms)

Submit the forms consistent with applicant type and with PSP project group type
applicable to the proposal Are the terms and conditions agreeable to and able to be
complied with by the applicant? If not, specify those terms and conditions in which
deviation is being requested. Example contractual terms and conditions for successful
proposals are discussed in Section 4 of each topic. All applicants for federal funds from
the Department of Interior must include a completed Form DI-2010 with their proposal
(see Attachment E).

I. Who may apply

Any private or public party with an interest in ecosystem restoration may apply. This includes,
but is not limited to, State and Federal agencies, special districts, local government entities,
universities, resource conservation districts, non-profit organizations, individuals, public/private
joint ventures, and other organizations with an interest in ecosystem restoration. For the purposes

~ c~Eo                                                                                     PSP May 1998
--~ BAY-DELTA

~ PR(~P~M

19

1--000080
1-000080



of this PSP, we have designated seven types of applicant categories: (1) State agencies, (2)
Universities, (3) Federal agencies, (4) Non-profit organizations, (5) Private (for profit) individual
entities, (6) Local Government/Districts, and (7) Public/non-profit joint ventures. Applicants
must indicate the category type on the proposal cover sheet (see Attachment H). Proposal and
contract requirements may vary depending on the topic area and the implementing agency.

J. Geographic Scope

Projects and programs must be within the CALFED Ecosystem Restoration Program Plan (ERPP)
study area, which includes the Bay-Delta and its tributary watersheds (See map in Attachment A).
As stated in the Implementation Strategy for 1998 (Attachment B) and as identified on the
Attachment A map, this proposal solicitation package will emphasize projects and programs in the
lower watershed areas, the Delta., and the North San Francisco Bay. Projects and programs in the
upper watersheds, South San Francisco Bay, and Central San Francisco Bay will be considered
for funding if the applicant can demonstrate a direct benefit to the CALFED priority species and
habitats. Applicants under the Local Watershed Stewardship topic (see Section III-G) are
encouraged, but not required, to directly address the priority species and habitats. Proposals for
projects outside of the geographic scope of the ERPP study area will not be considered for
funding, with the possible exception of the Trinity River watershed. Although not within the
ERPP study area, the Trinity River watershed may be considered for funding if the applicant can
demonstrate a direct benefit to the ERPP study area and the priority species.

K.    Conflict of Interest and Confidentiality

All applicants are subject to State and Federal conflict of interest laws. Failure to comply with
these laws, including business and financial disclosure provisions, will result in the proposal
being rejected and any subsequent contract being declared void. Other legal action may also be
taken. Accordingly, before submitting a proposal, applicants are urged to seek legal counsel
regarding potential conflict of interest concerns that they may have and requirements for
disclosure. Applicable statutes include, but are not limited to, Government Code Section 1090,
and Public Contract Code 10410 and 10411 for State conflict of interest requirements.

Applicants should take notice that their submission of a proposal will waive their rights to
the confidentiality of that proposal As explained in Section II.F, Evaluation/Selection Process
and Schedule for Formal Proposals, each proposal will be reviewed by a Technical Review Panel
and the 1998 Integration Panel. Upon completion of the Integration Panel’s review, all proposals
will be made available for public review by the Ecosystem Roundtable and the Bay-Delta
Advisory Council. The Technical Review Panel’s scoring will also become available to the
public. Due to the legally mandated public disclosure requirements of these two entities, any
proposal may be reviewed and discussed by members of the public. This public participation in
the proposal selection process arises, in part, out of representations regarding public participation
made to Congress when it was asked to appropriate federal funds for these programs. When the
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proposal application is signed, the signer will waive his or her privacy rights as well as other
confidentiality protections afforded by law to the proposing entity.

Applicants should also be aware that certain state or federal agencies may submit proposals that
will compete against their proposal, and employees of those agencies may sit on the technical
and/or integration panels that review and recommend which proposals to accept and fund. (See
Attachment G for conflict of interest requirements for Technical Review Panels).

L. 1998 Category III Funding Priorities

1. Near-Term Implementation Strategy.

To guide allocation of CALFED funding in 1997 and 1998, a Near-Term Implementation Strategy
was developed by CALFED with input from the Ecosystem Roundtable, a subcommittee of the
Bay-Delta Advisory Committee. The purpose of the Near-Term Implementation Strategy is to
provide guidance for funding of Near-Term Implementation activities for 1998. A complete copy
of the Near-Term Implementation Strategy is available upon request from the CALFED Bay-
Delta Program office at (800) 90,0-3587 or (916) 657-2666, or can be found on the CALFED web
site at: http://ealfed.ea.gov

The Near-Term Implementation Strategy identifies priority species and habitats based on the
following criteria:

¯ CALFED Mission. Focus on species and habitats whose restoration will result in the
greatest progress towards achieving the CALFED mission to restore ecological health and
improve water management for beneficial uses of the Bay-Delta system. Aquatic species
and those habitats suppo1~ing aquatic species are priorities based on this criteria because
the major issue in the Bay-Delta that led to the creation of CALFED centered on the
conflicts between fisheries and water management.

¯ High Risk. Focus on species and habitats that have experienced the greatest declines.

¯ Ecosystem Benefits. Focus on habitats that provide the broadest benefits to priority
species and to the ecosystem.

The priority habitats and species for the 1998 funding cycle as defined in the Near-Term
Implementation Strategy are listed below. Further detail of these priority habitats and species are
provided in Attachment B.
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Priority Habitats

¯ Tidal perennial aquatic habitat (freshwater)
¯ Seasonal wetland and aquatic habitat
¯ Instream aquatic habitat
¯ Shaded riverine aquatic habitat
¯ Saline emergent wetlands habitat (tidal)
¯ Midchannel islands and shoal habitat
¯ North Delta agricultural wetlands and perennial grasslands.

Priority Species

¯ Primary

1 st Tier: Winter-run chinook salmon, spring-run chinook salmon, San Joaquin and eastside Delta
tributary fall-run chinook salmon, steelhead trout, delta smelt, green sturgeon, and Sacramento
late fall-run chinook salmon.

2nd Tier: Longfin smelt, splittail, and white sturgeon

¯ Secondary

Stripedbass, migratory birds, Sacramento fall-run chinook salmon, and American shad.

2. Identification of Stressm’s.

CALFED convened technical teams to obtain geographically focused input to identify the primary
problems ("stressors") contributing to the decline of the priority species and habitats. The
technical teams identified and prioritized stressors and identified types of actions which would
address the stressors. There were five separate technical team workshops covering the following
areas:

¯ Sacramento River and Tributaries
¯ San Joaquin River and Tributaries
¯ Delta, Suisun Marsh, and East-side Tributaries
¯ North Bay
¯ Lower American River

Additional input was obtained from technical experts on water quality and seasonal wetlands.
Individual reports presenting the technical team results are available at the CALFED Bay-Delta
Program office. The stressors identified by the technical teams were consolidated by CALFED
staff into categories and subcategories. Attachment C summarizes each stressor subcategory, the
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linkages to other stressors, and the general types of actions that would address the stressor.
Attachment C also identifies the relative priority of each stressor for the priority species.

M. Proposal Completion Checklist

Once the applicant has prepared a proposal, CALFED staff suggest reviewing the following
checklist to ensure that the proposal meets the requirements of this solicitation package and can be
clearly understood by the technical review panels.

¯ Has the standard cover sheet (Appendix H) been completed and attached to the front of the
proposal?

¯ Is the proposal being submitted to the most appropriate of the nine topics?

¯ Is the problem addressed by the proposal described clearly?

¯ Are the objectives of the proposal described clearly?

¯ Describe how the project meets ERPP objectives and list the specific target(s) met by the
proposal note: applicants should identify the specific ERPP objectives addressed in
their proposal and include the ERPP section, objective, and page number. Describe
how the project addresses the objectives of the Anadromous Fish Restoration Program
(AFRP) or other sections of the CVPIA.

¯ Does the proposal show a clear link to the CALFED priority species and habitats?

¯ Does the proposal clearly lay out tasks, products, and timelines?

¯ Does the proposal contain a budget for each task?

¯ Have the Minimum Requirements (Section II.G) been addressed?

¯ Have the page limitations fi~r each section of the proposal been adhered to?
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Section III

May 1998 Proposal Solicitation Topics
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A. Fish Passage Assessment

1. Description

Background: In many areas, high quality aquatic habitat exists upstream of small
agricultural or power diversions on tributaries of the Sacramento and San Joaquin Rivers.
These diversion structures and dams block fish passage, can adversely impact
downstream migration, and can alter flow pattems. They can restrict natural sediment
transport processes, which can result in downstream channel incision and other adverse
geomorphological changes. Although some diversions include fish passage facilities,
these are not always effective and do not address sediment transport issues.

Removal of these diversion dams can provide unimpeded fish passage to upstream
anadromous fish habitat and can improve downstream migration conditions for juveniles.
Natural sediment transport: can also resume. In addition to removal of dams, there may
be other alternatives such .as consolidation of existing structures that can reduce the
number of fish passage facilities needed and may provide more ecological benefits than
retaining all structures with traditional fish ladder and screening solutions.

In addition to fish passage problems at diversion dams, there are some areas where
changes to the stream channel have caused fish passage concerns. Opportunities exist to
reduce fish migration delays, stranding and straying resulting from these fish passage
problems through mechanical manipulation coupled with instream flow management.

Eligible Proposals: Proposals are being solicited to assess fish passage problems and
associated problems with :migration delays, stranding, and straying and to identify
solutions. The assessment of problems and identification of solutions can be
accomplished through cooperative efforts to conduct the assessments necessary to
identify small diversion dams which are appropriate for removal or consolidation and
small diversion dams which need to be replaced or modified with fish-friendly structures.
Cooperative efforts can include developing expert work groups to work with local efforts
and programs. Proposals can address the entire Bay-Delta watershed or can concentrate
on smaller areas within the geographic area of consideration (see Geographic Area). In
evaluating a structure, there should be some assessment of cost-effectiveness, ecological
considerations such as the type of upstream habitat, and other factors such as water
conservation and non-structural flood management.

note: Proposals which include actual construction of fish passage facilities or
structures should be submitted under Topic III.B - Fish Passage Improvements.
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Geographic Area: (see Section II.L - Geographic Scope)

Available Funding: It is. expected that up to $500,000 in state funding will be available
for this topic, however, k is possible that not all of this funding will be obligated this
funding cycle.

Coordination: Proposals should include coordination with representatives from agencies
such as Army Corp of Engineers (ACOE), Bureau of Reclamation (BOR), Department of
Fish & Game (DFG), Fish & Wildlife Service (FWS), and National Marine Fisheries
Service (NMFS), enviro~Lrnental groups, local watershed groups, irrigation districts,
power companies, dam operators, and dam owners, as appropriate.

2. Criteria for Formal Proposal Evaluation

To be eligible for funding all proposals must benefit one or more of the priority species or
habitats listed in Section II-L. Formal proposals which meet the minimum requirements
shall be evaluated using the following criteria:

a. Ecological and biological benefits (25points)
b. Applicant’s ability (5points)
c. Technical feasibility and timing (15 points)
d. Compatibility and benefits to non-ecosystem CALFED objectives (5points)
e. Cost (lOpoints)
f. Cost sharing and local, involvement (5points)
g. Monitoring, assessment, and reporting (5 points)

note: Cost sharing and local involvement are not mandatory requirements, but are
encouraged.

For each of the aforementioned criteria, the considerations are as follows:

a. Ecological/Biological Benefits (25 Points)

¯ What is the ecological and biological effectiveness of the proposal in addressing fish
passage and other stressors and benefiting priority species or habitats?

¯ How does the project meet ERPP objectives and list the specific target(s) met by the
proposal (note: applicants should identify the specific ERPP objectives addressed
in their proposal and include the ERPP section, objective, and page number).
How does the project address the objectives of the Anadromous Fish Restoration
Program (AFRP) or other sections of the CVPIA.
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¯ Axe there multiple benefits to species, habitats or natural processes? Axe multiple
stressors addressed?

¯ To what extent does the proposal use natural processes and functions as a means of
restoration?

¯ Does the proposal include evaluation of a range of fish passage solutions?

¯ Is the proposal expected to provide long-term ecological/biological benefits?

b.Applicant’s Ability: applicant’s capabilities, experience, and record of past
performance as well as experience and qualifications of key personnel (5 Points)

¯ Does the applicant’s experience, education, or background indicate that he/she is
capable of implementing the proposal?

¯ If the applicant has received grants or contracts previously, what is the applicant’s past
record of performance in meeting the objectives and conditions of those grants and
contracts?

c. Technical Feasibility and Timing (15 Points)

¯ Is the proposal sound in its technical approach, including but not limited to
hydrological modeling ’where appropriate?

¯ Have all reasonable options been evaluated?

¯ Does the proposal demonstrate an understanding of the problems?

¯ Is the proposal ready to be funded or are there actions that the applicant is planning to
complete prior to funding?

d. Compatibility and benefits to non-ecosystem CALFED objectives: water quality,
water supply reliability, and system integrity (5 Points)

¯ Does the proposal have multiple benefits related to the other CALFED objectives?

¯ Are there conflicts with other CALFED objectives?
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¯ Does the project have the potential for significant adverse or beneficial impacts to third
parties? Examples include economic impacts to a community from land use changes,
or reduced hydroelectric generation revenues due to changes in water release patterns
in a river.

e. Cost (10 Points)

¯ How does the cost of the proposal (including direct and indirect costs) compare to
other similar proposals? .

¯ Is the level of funding requested for the proposed activity reasonable? How does the
applicant plan to use its resources to maximize cost effectiveness, such as labor,
equipment, class of staff used for different items, supplies?

¯ Does the proposal include indirect overhead costs? If so are they reasonable?
note: The proposal rn.ust indicate the level of indirect overhead costs for each task of
the proposed project. Indirect overhead labor costs should include general,
administrative, and/or fee costs, if any.

f. Cost Sharing and Local Involvement (5 Points)

¯ Is the applicant sharing in the cost of the project?

¯ Are other entities sharing in the cost of the project?

¯ Does the proposal "leverage" ether funding sources to support this or other restoration
actions?

¯ When in-kind services are proposed for cost sharing, does the proposal include a
method of documenting in-kind services?

¯ Is the proposal coordinated with other restoration programs and projects in the area?

¯ Is there local support or involvement for the proposal?
note: The proposal should either state the level and nature of local support, if known,
or indicate how the applicant intends to seek and obtain local support.

¯ Is there evidence of local support (examples could include letters or resolutions of
support)?

¯ Is the proposal supported by a local watershed management plan?
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¯ Are all affected dam owners/operators, irrigation districts, power companies, etc.,
supportive of the proposal?

¯ Does the project have potential for significant local benefits or impacts including
activities related to flood control, water diversions, local economy, and/or local
landowners?

¯ Does the proposal include coordination with ACOE, BOR, NMFS, FWS, DWR, and
DFG?

g. Monitoring, Assessment and Reporting (5 Points)

¯ Does the proposal provide adequate details and resources for both biological and
financial monitoring and reporting?

¯ Is the biological/ecological monitoring component of the proposal coordinated with
existing and/or anticipated monitoring programs?

¯ Does the proposal have performance measures and indicators to determine
biological/ecological success?

¯ Does the proposal include a discussion to compare the proposed methodology with
alternatives to support its approach?

3. Proposal Format and Content: (See Section II.H)

4. Contract Requirements

The terms and conditions which will apply to successful proposals are provided in
Attachment D. Note that terms and conditions may vary depending on the type of
applicant and the type of project. Also, contract administration may be performed by
CALFED or the National Fish and Wildlife Foundation (NFWF), depending on the type
of applicant and type of project.

Note also that specific documents should be submitted with the proposal and are
identified in Attachment D, Table D-1.
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B. Fish Passage and Related Screen Improvements

1. Description

Background: In recent years, fisheries resources have declined in Califomia’s Central
Valley streams. Fishery declines are associated with a wide variety of factors, including
habitat destruction, alteration of in-stream flows, construction of dams, and entrainment
into water diversions. In many cases, high quality aquatic habitat exists upstream of
agricultural and power diversions on tributaries oft he Sacramento and San Joaquin
Rivers. These diversion structures and dams block fish passage, can adversely impact
downstream migration, and can alter flow patterns. In addition, direct mortality to
fisheries resources may .occur as a result of unscreened diversions. They can also restrict
natural sediment transport processes which can result in channel incision and other
adverse geomorphological changes.

Removal of diversion dams and screening of intakes can provide unimpeded fish passage
for adults moving up and juveniles moving down. It can provide access to high quality
upstream habitat and improve survival during out-migration. In some cases, complete
barrier removal may not be possible, but there may be options such as consolidation of
existing structures which reduce the number of fish passage facilities and may provide
more ecological benefits than the traditional fish ladder and screening solutions at each
dam. If removal or consolidation of problematic structures is not possible, fish passage
and screening structures may need to be constructed or retrofitted to allow for effective
fish migration.

The significance of these stressors on a fish population varies depending on the size,
location, type, duration and timing of the diversion. Restoration actions to resolve
fisheries problems/stressors identified include fish ladders to reduce entrainment, new
fish screens, screen rehabilitation, screen improvements, or alternatives to screening such
as consolidation or relocation of diversions..

Eligible Proposals: Proposals are being solicited to fund projects that identify and
implement solutions that address fish passage and related screening. Projects can include
consolidation of diversions, removal of dams, removal of instream obstructions,
implementation of "fish friendly" dam operations, construction or rehabilitation of fish
screens directly related to fish passage, construction of ladders if no other passage
solution can be implemented, and relocation of a diversion to a less fish-sensitive area.

Geographic Area: (see: Section II.L - Geographic Scope)
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Available Funding: It is expected that up to $5,750,000 in federal funding will be
available for this topic, however, it is possible that not all of this funding will be
obligated this funding cycle.

Coordination: Efforts should be coordinated with entities which own or operate
diversions, with local conservancies or watershed groups, and with the state and federal
agencies involved in fish passage issues including Department of Fish & Game (DFG),
Department of Water Resources (DWR), Bureau of Reclamation (BOR), Fish & Wildlife
Services (FWS), National Marine Fisheries Service (NMFS), National Resource
Conservation Service (NRCS), and Federal Energy Regulation Commission (FERC).

2. Criteria for Formal Proposal Evaluation

To be eligible for funding all proposals must benefit one or more of the priority species
and/or habitats listed in Section II.L. Funding for approved projects will be limited to a
50% cost share. Local inw~lvement is not an absolute requirement, but is encouraged.
Formal proposals which meet the minimum requirements shall be evaluated using the
following criteria:

a. Ecological and biological benefits (25points)
b. Applicant’s ability (5points)
c. Technical feasibility and timing (15points)
d. Compatibility and benefits to non-ecosystem CALFED objectives (5points)
e. Cost (lOpoints)
f. Cost sharing and local involvement (5points)
g. Monitoring, assessment, and reporting (5points)

For each of the aforementioned criteria, the considerations are as follows:

a. Ecological/Biological Benefits: (25 Points)

¯ Are there multiple benefits to species, habitats or natural processes? Are multiple
stressors addressed?

¯ How does the project meet ERPP objectives and list the specific target(s) met by the
proposal note: applicants should identify the specific ERPP objectives addressed
in their proposal and include the ERPP section, objective, and page number.
How does the project address the objectives of the Anadromous Fish Restoration
Program (AFRP) or other sections of the CVPIA.
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¯ What is the magnitude of ecological and biological effectiveness of the project? How
much habitat would be made available to priority species? What are the effected
priority species associated with this project?

¯ Will the project promote and restore a natural process of geomorphic characteristics,
nutrient dynamics, and production capabilities?

¯ Has the habitat and/or effected stream miles been designated as critical habitat under
ESA?

¯ Will project implementation potentially remove the need for listing of candidate or
other species listed under CESA or ESA, or promote the recovery of listed species?

¯ Does this project support measures mandated by subsection 3406(b) of the CVPIA
restoration efforts?

¯ Is the proposal expected to provide long-term ecological/biological benefits?

b.Applicant’s Ability: applicant’s capabilities, experience, and record of past
performance as well as experience and qualifications of key personnel
(5 Points)

¯ Does the applicant’s experience, education, or background indicate that he/she is
capable of implementing the proposal?

¯ Does the project’s key personnel possess the experience, education, or background
indicating the ability to implement the proposal?

. ¯ If the applicant has received grants or contracts previously, what is the applicant’s past
record of performance in meeting the objectives and conditions of those grants and
contracts?

c. Technical Feasibility and Timing (15 Points)

¯ Is the proposal technically feasible and constructible? Has numerical or physical
modeling been initiated to determine the project’s feasibility?

¯ Are there windows of opportunity or other constraints that should be considered in the
prioritization process?
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¯ Have all reasonable alternatives been evaluated including the ramifications of
implementing the alternatives?

¯ Is the proposal ready to be funded or are there actions that the applicant is planning to
complete prior to funding? Will the applicant be able to expend funds immediately
upon receipt?

¯ How will the project pertbrm under drought conditions?

d. Compatibility and benefits to non-ecosystem CALFED objectives: water quality,
water supply reliability, and system integrity (5 Points)

¯ Does the proposal have multiple benefits related to the other CALFED objectives? If
so, what are the multiple benefit and related CALFED objectives?

¯ Are there conflicts with other CALFED objectives? If so, what are the conflicts and
related CALFED objectives?

¯ Will sedimentation, turbidity, or other aspects of water quality be effected within the
project area of influence both presently and in the future?

¯ Does the project have the potential for significant adverse or beneficial impacts to third
parties?

e. Cost (10 Points)

¯ How does the cost of the proposal (including direct and indirect costs) compare to
other similar proposals?

¯ How costly will fish passage improvements be relative to the resource benefit
received?

¯ Is the level of funding requested tbr the proposed activity reasonable? How does
applicant plan to use its resources to maximize cost effectiveness, such as labor,
equipment, and supplies?

¯ Does the proposal include overhead costs? If so are they reasonable?

¯ How will operations and maintenance costs (O&M), if any, be funded?
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f. Cost sharing and Local Involvement (5 Points)

¯ What are the proposed non-federal cost share contributions?

¯ How is this project related to other fish passage projects within the affected drainage?

¯ Is there a plan for public notification/outreach which informs local landowners in the
area of the proposed project?

¯ What is the extent of public support? Does the project have potential for significant
local benefits or impacts including activities related to flood control, water diversions,
local economy, and/or local landowners?

g. Monitoring, Assessment and Reporting (5 Points)

¯ Does the proposal provide adequate details and include appropriate levels of resources
for both biological monitoring and financial reporting?

¯ Does the biological/ecological monitoring component of the proposal correlate with
existing and/or anticipated monitoring programs? Has the monitoring component been
approved by appropriate regulatory agencies?

¯ Does the proposal have performance measures and indicators to determine
biological/ecological success?

¯ Does the proposal include a discussion to compare the proposed monitoring
methodology with alternatives to support its approach?

3. Proposal Format and Content: (See Section II.H)

4. Contract Requirements

The appropriate federal forms, including terms and conditions, that apply to successful
proposals are provided in Attachment E. All proposals must include FORM DI-2010
when submitted.

PSP May 1998
BAY-DELTA
PROGRAM

34

I --000095
1-000095



C. Floodplain Management and Habitat Restoration

1. Description

Background: Encroachment by agricultural and urban development has restricted
floodplains, which can lead to reduced riparian habitat and loss of shaded riverine aquatic
habitat. In some cases, the landowners in the floodplain also face repeated flooding of
their land with the resulting loss of agricultural revenue and loss of property.
Opportunities now exist on many rivers which were heavily flooded in January 1997 to
expand floodways and riparian corridors in flood-prone areas, thus providing greater
flood management flexibility and concurrently benefitting the ecosystem. Many of these
timely opportunities have been identified by the US Department of Agriculture
(USDA)/National Resource Conservation Service (NRCS), and the Army Corp of
Engineers (ACOE) during their response to the January 1997 floods.

Floodplain restoration actions focus on use of natural processes and are not well
understood by the public. Since projects such as setback levees, restoration of river
channel meanders, and other such efforts require local cooperation and understanding for
implementation to be successful, habitat restoration demonstration projects can function
as an educational tool for the restoration and/or creation of different habitat types. At the
same time, they are an important experimental tool to increase technical understanding of
floodplain habitat management and restoration. Demonstration projects can also increase
public understanding and acceptance of other types of habitat restoration efforts.

Creation of habitat links directly to CALFED’s Ecosystem Restoration Program Plan
(ERPP), which contains goals of restoring thousands of acres of wetland and riparian
habitat. Restoration demonstration projects would be especially appropriate on streams
and rivers where priority species are known to benefit from a particular type of habitat.

Eligible Proposals: Proposals are being solicited to identify and acquire (through fee title
or permanent easement) lands within the floodplains of the major rivers of the Central
Valley and their tributaries. A particular emphasis will be placed on the lands flooded in
January 1997, or other lands in which benefits to flood management can be demonstrated.
Areas that can be acquired by permanent conservation easements are preferred over fee
title acquisitions, if they rneet the relevant ecological objective for floodplain restoration.
Funds may also be provided for habitat creation and/or restoration of existing
conservation lands within the floodplain.

Proposals are also being solicited that support habitat restoration demonstration projects
that benefit priority species in different parts of the watershed. The demonstration
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projects must show habitat needs, values, and opportunities for restoration, and must be
located in areas which are accessible to the public. The demonstration projects need not
be limited to floodplain restoration but may focus on other types of ecosystem
restoration. Existing or previously funded restoration projects, including projects
approved in the 1997 CALFED Category III process, may apply for demonstration
project funding to create or enhance interpretive sites. These efforts should include local
landowner cooperation to allow controlled public access to the interpretive site.

Geographic Area: (see Section II.J - Geographic Scope)

Available Funding: It is expected that up to $13,850,000 in federal funding will be
available for this topic, however, it is possible that not all of this funding will be
obligated this funding cycle. Note: At least $2,000,000 will be allocated to habitat
restoration demonstration projects.

Coordination: Efforts should be coordinated with USDAiNRCS, State Reclamation
Board, ACOE, FWS, DFG, DWR, BOR and other local, state, or federal agencies
involved in floodplain management.

Demonstration projects will require coordination between the project proponent and local
landowners (especially ,an adjacent parcels), conservancies, and resource agencies. The
project proponent also needs to advertise the educational and interpretive opportunities
which will be made available.

2. Criteria for Formal Proposal Evaluation

To be eligible for funding all proposals must benefit one or more of the priority species or
habitats listed in Section II-L. Formal proposals which meet the minimum requirements
shall be evaluated using the following criteria:

a. Ecological and biological benefits (25points)
b. Applicant’s ability (5points)
c. Technical feasibility and timing (lOpoints)
d. Compatibility and benefits to non-ecosystem CALFED objectives (15 points)
e. Cost (5points)
f. Cost sharing and local involvement (5points)
g. Monitoring, assessment, and reporting (5points)

note: Cost sharing and local involvement are not mandatory requirements, but are
encouraged.

CALFED
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Foreach of the aforementioned criteria, the considerations are as follows:

a~ Ecological/Biological Benefits (25 Points)

¯ What is the ecological and biological effectiveness of the proposal in addressing a
stressor and benefiting priority species or habitats?

¯ Are there multiple benefits to species, habitats or natural processes? Are multiple
stressors addressed?

¯ How does the project meet ERPP objectives and list the specific target(s) met by the
proposal (note: applicants should identify the specific ERPP objectives addressed
in their proposal and include the ERPP section, objective, and page number).
How does the project address the objectives of the Anadromous Fish Restoration
Program (AFRP) or other sections of the CVPIA.

¯ To what extent does the proposal use natural processes and functions as a means of
restoration?

¯ Is the proposal expected to provide long-term ecological/biological benefits? For
example are there permanent land protections associated with land transactions and
habitat restoration proposals? Is there a management plan in place that would assure
long-term benefits?

¯ For demonstration sites, how are the ecological/biological benefits of the project
disclosed to the public?

b.Applicant’s Ability: applicant’s capabilities, experience, and record of past
performance as well as experience and qualifications of key personnel (5 Points)

¯ Does the applicant’s experience, education, or background indicate that he/she is
capable of implementing the proposal? Proposals for floodplain and riparian habitat
acquisition should also identify a cooperating management entity that will manage the
acquisition or easement in perpetuity. Is the management entity also capable of
implementing the proposal?

¯ If the applicant has received grants or contracts previously, what is the applicant’s past
record of performance in meeting the objectives and conditions of those grants and
contracts?
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c. Technical Feasibility and Timing (10 Points)

¯ Is the proposal sound in its technical approach, including but not limited to
hydrological modeling where appropriate? Does the proposal include a management
plan? Are provisions included to address levee maintenance and funding for levee
maintenance, if applicable?

¯ Does the proposal demonstrate an understanding of the problems?

¯ Is the proposal ready to be funded or are there actions that the applicant is planning to
complete prior to funding? For example, if funding is requested for implementation,
have all required permits and design work been completed or is it expected to be
completed in time to avoid delays in the project?

¯ For Floodplain Restoration Projects: Has the proposal adequately demonstrated that
restoration provides benefits to floodplain management? Do the benefits involve
reduced risk of flood damages at the restoration site or in adjacent or downstream
areas?

¯ For Demonstration Projects: Does the proposal demonstrate that public understanding
of floodplain restoration processes will be enhanced7 Is there adequate public access
to the site?

d. Compatibility and benefits to non-ecosystem CALFED objectives: water quality,
water supply reliability, and system integrity (15 Points)

¯ For Floodplain Restoration Projects: Has the proposal adequately demonstrated that
restoration provides benefits to flood management? Where would flood management
benefits occur?

¯ For Demonstration Projects: Does the proposal demonstrate that public understanding
of floodplain restoration processes will be enhanced?

¯ Does the proposal have multiple benefits related to the other CALFED objectives?

¯ Are there conflicts with other CALFED objectives?

¯ Does the project have,, the potential for significant adverse or beneficial impacts to third
parties?
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e. Cost (5 Points)

¯ How does the cost of the proposal (including direct and indirect costs) compare to
other similar proposals?

¯ Is the level of funding requested for the proposed activity reasonable? How does the
applicant plan to use its resources to maximize cost effectiveness, such as labor,
equipment, class of staff used for different items, supplies?

¯ Does the proposal include indirect overhead costs? If so are they reasonable?
note: The proposal must indicate the level of indirect overhead costs for each task of
the proposed project. Indirect overhead labor costs should include general,
administrative, and/or fee costs, if any.

f. Cost Sharing and Local Involvement (5 Points)

¯ Is the applicant sharing in the cost of the project?

¯ Are other entities sharing in the cost of the project?

¯ Does the proposal "leverage" other funding sources to support this or other restoration
actions?

¯ Does the proposal include a method of documenting any in-kind services proposed for
cost-sharing?

¯ Is the proposal coordinaled with other restoration programs in the area?

¯ Is the proposal consistent with flood management plans for the area?

¯ Is there local support or involvement for the proposal?
note: The proposal should either state the level and nature of local support, if known,
or indicate how the appli+cant intends to seek and obtain local support.

¯ Is the proposal supported by a local watershed management plan?

¯ Is there a plan for public notification/outreach which informs local landowners in the
area of the proposed prqiect? If the proposal is for a site specific acquisition or
restoration project, have the adjacent landowners been notified of the proposal, and if
not what is the plan for notifying adjacent landowners?
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¯ Does the project have potential for significant local benefits or impacts including
activities related to flood control, water diversions, local economy, and!or local
landowners?

¯ Does the proposal include coordination with Federal, State and local flood
management and fish and wildlife management agencies?

¯ Does the proposal give preference to permanent conservation easements if they meet
the relevant ecological objectives?

g. Monitoring, Assessment and Reporting (5 Points)

¯ Does the proposal provide adequate details and resources for both biological and
financial monitoring and reporting?

¯ Is the biological/ecological monitoring component of the proposal coordinated with
existing and/or anticipated monitoring programs?

¯ Does the proposal have performance measures and indicators to determine
biological/ecological :success?

¯ Does the proposal include a discussion to compare the proposed methodology with
alternatives to support its approach?

3. Formal Proposal Format and Content: (See Section II.H)

4. Contract Requirements

The appropriate federal forms, including terms and conditions, that apply to successful
proposals are provided in Attachment E. All proposals must include FORM DI-2010
when submitted.

Land acquisition, by fee title or easement, should be appraised using federal standards.
Appraisals will be reviewed and approved by the Fish & Wildlife Service (FWS) prior to
funding. For further infi~rmation, contact the FWS at (916) 979-2718.
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D. Sediment Management

1. Description

Background: Dams have interrupted the natural alluvial sediment transport processes
thus negatively impacting river channel morphology and the aquatic habitat available to
native species. In some cases, rivers have responded to this lack of sustainable coarse-
sediment supply with channel incision and bed-surface coarsening. In other cases, lack of
channel-forming flows have allowed increased amounts of fine materials to be deposited.
This reduces both the qnantity and quality of spawning habitat available to native
anadromous fish species and reduces food chain (e.g., benthic macroinvertebrate)
production.

In addition, sediment transport continuity has been interrupted in some areas due to the
impacts of instream and floodplain aggregate and gold mining. Past mining activities
have left large instream and floodplain pits which act as sediment traps during gravel
transport events. Gravels slowly accumulate in the pits, and because these gravels are not
transported through these reaches, the bed surface downstream coarsens and!or incises.

Eligible Proposals: Proposals are being solicited for projects to manage sediment in
areas where natural sediment deposition processes have been interrupted and aquatic
habitats have degraded. Projects should be based on an understanding of sediment
transport processes in the area of consideration. Proposals can include gravel restoration
as part of the sediment management effort.

Geographic Area: (see Section II.J - Geographic Scope)

Available Funding: It is expected that up to $500,000 in state funding will be available
for this topic, however, it is possible that not all of this funding will be obligated this
funding cycle.

Coordination: Proposals should be coordinated with State and Federal efforts to
implement the CVPIA and other efforts to rehabilitate natural hydrology and sediment
transport processes.

2. Criteria for Formal Proposal Evaluation

To be eligible for funding all proposals should benefit one or more of the priority species
or habitats listed in Section II-L. Formal proposals which meet the minimum
requirements shall be evaluated using the following criteria:
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a. Ecological and biological benefits (25points)
b. Applicant’s ability (5points9
c. Technical feasibility and timing (15points)
d. Cost (20points)
e. Cost sharing and local involvement (5 points)
f. Monitoring, assessment, and reporting (5 points)

note: Cost sharing and local involvement are not mandatory requirements, but are
encouraged.

For each of the aforementioned criteria, the considerations are as follows:

a. Ecological/Biological Benefits (25 Points)

¯ What is the ecological and biological effectiveness of the proposal in addressing a
stressor and benefiting priority species or habitats?

¯ How does the project meet ERPP objectives and list the specific target(s) met by the
proposal, note: applicants should identify the specific ERPP objectives addressed
in their proposal and include the ERPP section, objective, and page number.
How does the project address the objectives of the Anadromous Fish Restoration
Program (AFRP) or other sections of the CVPIA.

¯ Are there multiple benefits to species, habitats or natural processes? Are multiple
stressors addressed?

¯ To what extent does the proposal use natural processes and functions as a means of
restoration?

¯ Is the proposal expected to provide long-term ecological/biological benefits? For
example are there permanent land protections associated with land transactions and
habitat restoration proposals?

b. Applicant’s Ability: applicant’s capabilities, experience, and record of past
performance as well as experience and qualifications of key personnel (5 Points)

¯ Does the applicant’s experience, education, or background indicate that he/she is
capable of implemenling the proposal?

¯ If the applicant has received grants or contracts previously, what is the applicant’s past
record of performance in meeting the objectives and conditions of those grants and
contracts?
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c. Technical FeasibiliO, and Timing (15 Points)

¯ Is the proposal sound in its technical approach, including but not limited to
hydrological modeling where appropriate?

¯ Have all reasonable options been evaluated?

¯ Does the proposal demonstrate an understanding of the problems?

¯ Is the proposal ready to be funded or are there actions that the applicant is planning to
complete prior funding? For example, if funding is requested for implementation,
have all required permits and design work been completed or is it expected to be
completed in time to avoid delays in the project?

d. Cost (5 Points)

¯ How does the cost of the proposal (including direct and indirect costs) compare to
other similar proposals?

¯ Is the level of funding requested for the proposed activity reasonable? How does the
applicant plan to use its resources to maximize cost effectiveness, such as labor,
equipment, class of staff used for different items, supplies?

¯ Does the proposal include indirect overhead costs? If so are they reasonable?
note: The proposal should indicate the level of indirect overhead costs for each task of
the proposed project. Indirect overhead labor costs should include general,
administrative, and/or fee costs, if any.

e. Cost Sharing and Local Involvement (5 Points)

¯ Is the applicant sharing in the cost of the project?

¯ Are other entities sharing in the cost of the project?

¯ Does the proposal "leverage" other funding sources to support this or other restoration
actions?

° When in-kind services are proposed for cost sharing, does the proposal include a
method of documenting in-kind services?

¯ Is the proposal coordinated with other restoration programs and projects in the area?
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¯ Is there local support or involvement for the proposal?
note: The proposal should either state.the level and nature of local support, if known,
or indicate how the applicant intends to seek and obtain local support.

¯ Is the proposal supported by a local watershed management plan?

¯ Is there a plan for public notification/outreach which informs local landowners in the
area of the proposed project? If the proposal is for a site specific acquisition or
restoration project, have the adjacent landowners been notified of the proposal, and if
not what is the plan for notifying adjacent landowners?

¯ Does the project have potential for significant local benefits or impacts including
activities related to flood control, water diversions, local economy, and/or local
landowners?

¯ Does the proposal include coordination with ACOE, BOR, NMFS, FWS, DWR, DFG? ’

f Monitoring, Assessment and Reporting (10 Points)

¯ Does the proposal provide adequate details and resources for both biological and
financial monitoring and reporting?

¯ Is the biological/ecological monitoring component of the proposal coordinated with
existing and/or anticipated monitoring programs?

¯ Does the proposal haw.~ performance measures and indicators to determine
biological/ecological success?

¯ Does the proposal include a discussion to compare the proposed methodology with
alternatives to support its approach?

3. Formal Proposal Format and Content

Proposals submitted under this topic may apply to one. or both. of two separate contract
types, depending on the nature of the proposal/project(s). The two different contract
types are:

¯ Type 1: Public Works/Construction Contracts. Public works/construction projects are
defined by Labor Code Sections 1720 et seq., and include construction, alteration,
demolition or repair work paid for with public funds. The types of projects that would
be considered Public Works/Construction include construction and modification to
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major structures such as screens, fish ladders, diversion and conveyance structures,
levees, channel form, drainage channels, roads, gravel beds, etc.

¯ Type 2: Service Contracts: All other projects, such as those addressing planning, non-
construction habitat restoration, design activities, educational projects, etc., utilize
service contracts.

For the purposes of this topic, the primary difference between the two project types are
with contract requirements, as discussed in Section 4 below - Contract Requirements.
Otherwise, the majority of the information and guidance in this PSP is common to
proposals covering both types of projects (see Section II.H). Note: For this topic,
applicants should include project type (i.e., service project vs. public
works/construction project) within the Title Page portion of their proposal. If a
proposal addresses both of the above project types, then the applicant will need to
clearly segregate tasks, implementation processes, deliverables, costs and contract
administration procedures for different aspects of their project consistent with the
defined project type. It is essential that proponents acknowledge the appropriate
project type(s) for their proposal to ensure recognition of contract requirements.
Proponents should carefully read Section 4 below to ensure they can meet applicable
contract requirements.

4. Contract Requirements

The terms and conditions which will apply to successful proposals are provided in
Attachment D. Note that terms and conditions may vary depending on the type of
applicant and the type of project. Also, contract administration may be performed by
CALFED or the National Fish and Wildlife Foundation (NFWF), depending on the type
of applicant and type o1’ project.

Note also that specific documents should be submitted with the proposal and are
identified in Attachment D, Table D-1.
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E. Fish Harvest Management Tools

1. Description

Background: There is a need to develop fisheries management tools to better understand
the impacts of recreational and commercial harvest on wild anadromous fish stocks where
they have experienced severe declines. These tools would not only assist in the recovery
of the fish stocks but could help maintain viable commercial and recreational fishing
industries by reducing the conflicts.

The harvest of hatchery-produced chinook salmon is constrained by the need to protect
the sensitive wild stocks mixed with them. More selective fisheries targeting hatchery-
derived fish could result in higher harvests and less mortality of wild stocks. One method
that has been suggested to target harvest on hatchery fish has been mass-marking of all
hatchery production to allow selective harvest of these fish. However, because wild fish
mix with hatchery fish, fishermen are likely to hook wild fish in their pursuit of hatchery
fish. If the proportion of a particular run of salmon (e.g., winter run) is very low,
individual fish could potentially get hooked repeatedly and suffer mortality as a result.
Information related to the estimated hooking mortality in both the commercial fishery and
in the freshwater and saltwater recreational fishery is needed to evaluate potential effects
of mass-marking. Techniques to minimize hooking mortality can also be effective tools
to reduce any effects that may be identified with mass-marking.

Selectivity in salmon fisheries to minimize impacts on sensitive stocks can also be
increased in a number of other ways. Some examples are development of better
information on locations of Sensitive stocks to more effectively target harvest and
evaluation of different harvest techniques to determine if they increase selectivity
through innovation.

Eligible Proposals: Proposals are being solicited to develop fisheries management tools
to decrease the effects of commercial and recreational harvest on sensitive stocks while
maintaining the important industries supported by harvest. These tools could use a
variety of approaches including research to refine the estimates of harvest impacts on
sensitive salmon populations, allow calculation of a harvest rate. or research to estimate
hooking mortality of wild salmon stocks as a result of both the commercial and
recreational fisheries in marine, estuarine, and freshwater, if hatchery fish were mass-
marked. The tools could also include refinement to ocean harvest models or genetic
analysis. The results can be used to find ways to meet performance standards for
commercial and sport salmon fisheries consistent with ecosystem restoration and with
sustainable fishery goals (e.g., maximum allowable harvest impact on sensitive stocks
such as winter run and spring run chinook salmon). Additional tagging and/or marking is
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not contemplated as pa:rt of this proposal. Applicants should be familiar with Califomia
commercial and recreational fisheries practices.

Geographic Area: (see Section II.J - Geographic Scope) In addition, the geographic area
for this topic includes distant fisheries in which salmon originating in the Bay-Delta are
caught.

Available Funding: It is expected that up to $500,000 in state funding will be available
for this topic, however, it is possible that not all of this funding will be obligated this
funding cycle.

Coordination: Applicants should demonstrate coordination with applicable regulatory
agencies (e.g. NMFS, DFG, and Pacific Fisheries Management Council (PFMC)), as well
as with commercial and sport fishing industries..

Additional information: Proposals will be evaluated for funding based on the 1998
priority species as listed in Section II.L and on the likelihood of ecological benefit
(specifically, increased selectivity and reduced harvest impacts on sensitive stocks).

2. Criteria for Formal Proposal Evaluation

To be eligible for funding all proposals should benefit one or more of the priority species
or habitats listed in Section II-L. Formal proposals which meet the minimum
requirements shall be evaluated using the following criteria:

a. Ecological and biological benefits (20points)
b. Applicant’s ability (25points)
c. Technical feasibility and timing (10 points)
d. Cost (5points)
e. Cost sharing and local involvement (5 points)
f. Monitoring, assessment, and reporting (5points)

note: Cost sharing and local involvement are not mandatory requirements, but are
encouraged.

For each of the aforementioned criteria, the considerations are as follows:

a. Ecological/Biological Benefits (20 Points)

¯ What is the ecological and biological effectiveness of the proposal in addressing a
stressor and benefiting priority species?
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¯ How does the project meet ERPP objectives and list the specific target(s) met by the
proposal note: applicants should identify the specific ERPP objectives addressed
in their proposal anti include the ERPP section, objective, and page number.
How does the project address the objectives of the Anadromous Fish Restoration
Program (AFRP) or other sections of the CVPIA.

¯ Is the proposal expected to provide long-term ecological/biological benefits?

b. Applicant’s Ability: applicant’s capabilities, experience, and record of past
performance as well as experience and qualifications of key personnel (25 Points)

¯ Does the applicant’s experience, education, or background indicate that he/she is
capable of implementing the proposal?

¯ If the applicant has received grams or contracts previously, what is the applicant’s past
record of performance in meeting the objectives and conditions of those grants and
contracts?

¯ Is the applicant familiar with California fisheries management?

c. Technical Feasibility and Timing (10 Points)

¯ Is the proposal sound in its technical approach?

¯ Have all reasonable options been evaluated?

¯ Does the proposal demonstrate an understanding of the problems?

¯ Is the proposal ready to be funded or are there actions that the applicant is planning to
complete prior funding?

d. Cost (5 Points)

¯ How does the cost ofthe proposal (including direct and indirect costs) compare to
other similar proposals?

¯ Is the level of funding requested for the proposed activity reasonable? ttow does the
applicant plan to use its resources to maximize cost effectiveness, such as labor,
equipment, class of staff used for different items, supplies?

¯ Does the proposal include indirect overhead costs? If so are they reasonable?
note: The proposal should indicate the level of indirect overhead costs for each task of
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the proposed project. Indirect overhead labor costs should include general,
administrative, and/or fee costs, if any.

e. Cost Sharing and Local Involvement (5 Points)

¯ Is the applicant sharing in the cost of the project?

¯ Are other entities sharing in the cost of the project?

¯ Does the proposal "leverage" other funding sources?

¯ When in-kind services are proposed for cost sharing, does the proposal include a
method of documenting in-kind services?

¯ Is the proposal coordinated with other restoration programs and projects in the area?

¯ Is there local suppot~ or involvement for the proposal?
note: The proposal should either state the level and nature of local support, if known,
or indicate how the applicant intends to seek and obtain local support.

¯ Does the project have potential for significant local benefits or impacts?

¯ Does the proposal include coordination with ACOE, BOR, NMFS, FWS, PFMC,
DWR, DFG?

f. Monitoring, Assessment and Reporting (5 Points)

¯ Does the proposal provide adequate details and resources for both biological and
financial monitoring and reporting?

¯ Is the biological/ecological monitoring component of the proposal coordinated with
existing and/or anticipated monitoring programs?

¯ Does the proposal have performance measures and indicators to determine
biological/ecological success?

¯ Does the proposal include a discussion to compare the proposed methodology with
alternatives to support its approach?

3. Formal Proposal Format and Content: (See Section II.H)
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4. Contract Requirements,

The terms and conditions which will apply to successful proposals are provided in
Attachment D. Note that terms and conditions may vary depending on the type of
applicant and the type of project. Also, contract administration may be performed by
CALFED or the National Fish and Wildlife Foundation (NFWF), depending on the type
of applicant and type of project.

Note also that specific documents should be submitted with the proposal and are
identified in Attachment D, Table D-1.

PSP May 1998
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F. Species Life History Studies

1. Description

Background: In order to identify key stressors on populations, additional information is
needed regarding the life histories of green sturgeon, steelhead, and spring-run chinook
salmon. This information is also necessary before successful restoration programs can be
designed or implemented to benefit these species.

Eligible Proposals: Proposals are being solicited to fund research programs to identify
key habitat needs and stressors on each life history stage of green sturgeon, steelhead, and
spring-run chinook salmon. The research is to include field data and models for the
purpose of restoring these species. Specific proposals are requested for each of the three
species. Proposals should identify which life history stage is being evaluated and extent
of the geographic scope.

Geographic Area: (see Section II.J - Geographic Scope)

Available Funding: It is expected that up to $600,000 in state funding will be available
for this topic, however, it is possible that not all of this funding will be obligated this
funding cycle.

Coordination: Proposals should include coordination with on-going research efforts on
the species of interest and on other species in the same geographic area.

2. Criteria for Formal Proposal Evaluation

To be eligible for funding all proposals should benefit one or more of the priority species
or habitats listed in Section II.L. Formal proposals which meet the minimum
requirements shall be evaluated using the following criteria:

a. Ecological and biological benefits (20points)
b. Applicant’s ability (20points)
c. Technical feasibility and timing (lOpoints)
d. Cost ’ (l O points)
e. Cost sharing and local involvement (5 points)
f. Monitoring, assessment, and reporting (5 points)

note: sharing and local involvement are not mandatory requirements, but are
encouraged.

~ ~idT~ PSP May 1998
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For each of the aforementioned criteria, the considerations are as follows:

a. Ecological/Biological Benefits (20 Points)

¯ Will the proposal be effective at identifying the ecological and biological effectiveness
of different restoration actions for steelhead, green sturgeon, or spring run chinook
salmon?

¯ Does the proposal also identify habitat restoration needs of other species?

¯ How does the project meet ERPP objectives and list the specific target(s) met by the
proposal note: applicants should identify the specific ERPP objectives addressed
in their proposal and include the ERPP section, objective, and page number.
How does the.project address the objectives of the Anadromous Fish Restoration
Program (AFRP) or other sections of the CVPIA.

¯ To what extent does the proposal result in identifying natural processes and functions
as a means of restoration for steelhead, green sturgeon, and spring-run chinook
salmon?

¯ Is the proposal expected to provide long-term ecological/biological benefits?

b. Applicant’s Abilio,: applicant’s capabilities, experience, and record of past
performance as well a~ experience and qualifications of key personnel (20 Points)

¯ Does the applicant’s experience, education, or background indicate that he/she is
capable of implementing the proposal?

¯ If the applicant has received grants or contracts previously, what is the applicant’s past
record of performance in meeting the objectives and conditions of those grants and
contracts’?

c. Technical FeasibiliO’ and Timing (10 Points)

¯ Is the proposal sound in its technical approach?

¯ ttave all reasonable options been evaluated?

¯ Does the proposal demonstrate an understanding of the problems?

¯ Is the proposal ready to be tchnded or are there actions that the applicant is planning to
complete prior funding?
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d. Cost (10 Points)

¯ How does the cost of the proposal (including direct and indirect costs) compare to
other similar proposals?

¯ Is the level of funding requested for the proposed activity reasonable? How does the
applicant plan to use its resources to maximize cost effectiveness, such as labor,
equipment, class of staff used for different items, supplies?

¯ Does the proposal include indirect overhead costs? If so are they reasonable?
note: The proposal should indicate the level of indirect overhead costs for each task of
the proposed project. Indirect overhead labor costs should include general,
administrative, and/or fee costs, if any.

e. Cost Sharing and Local Involvement (5 Points)

¯ Is the applicant sharing in the cost of the project?

¯ Are other entities sharing in the cost of the project?

¯ Does the proposal "leverage" other funding sources to support this or other restoration
actions?

¯ When in-kind services are proposed for cost sharing, does the proposal include a
method of documenting in-kind services?

¯ Is the proposal coordinated with other restoration programs and projects in the area?

¯ Is there local support or involvement for the proposal?
note: The proposal should either state the level and nature of local support, if known,
or indicate how the applicant intends to seek and obtain local support.

¯ Is the proposal supported by a local watershed management plan?

f Monitoring, Assessment and Reporting (5 Points)

¯ Does the proposal provide adequate details and resources for both biological and
financial moni[oring and reporting?

¯ Is the biological/ecological monitoring in the proposal coordinated with existing
and/or anticipated monitoring programs?

~ C~.ii PSP May ’[’998
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¯ Will the proposal help identify performance measures and indicators to determine
biological/ecological success of restoration efforts for the species?

¯ Does the proposal include a discussion to compare the proposed methodology with
alternatives to support its approach?

3. Formal Proposal Form,at and Content: (See Section II.H)

4. Contract Requirements

The terms and conditions which will apply to successful proposals are provided in
Attachment D. Note that terms and conditions may vary depending on the type of
applicant and the type of project. Also, contract administration may be performed by
CALFED or the National Fish and Wildlife Foundation (NFWF), depending on the type
of applicant and type of project.

Note also that specific documents should be submitted with the proposal and are
identified in Attachment D, Table D-1.,
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G. LocalWatershed Stewardship

1. Description

Background: CALFED recognizes the importance of watershed stewardship as a
component of the Bay/Delta solution, and wants to support watershed projects that are
community-based, with active local leadership and the participation of diverse interests.
CALFED has allocated funds to support the development and impleme, ntation of local
watershed plans. Project applicants are expected to be, but are not limited to, Resource
Conservation Districts, Watershed Conservancies, Watershed Councils, Coordinated
Resource Management Programs, non-profit organizations, local governments, and
others. Projects are expected to be, but are not limited to, plan development, watershed
assessments, implementation of practices to protect and enhance water quality, riparian
and habitat restoration, monitoring, technical assistance, and others.

Eligible Proposals: Proposals will be solicited to fund the development and
implementation of watershed plans by new or existing watershed groups for key
tributaries of the Central Valley and Bay-Delta watershed. Because CALFED is
interested in fostering watershed Stewardship throughout the Bay-Delta ecosystem,
proposals under this topic are encouraged to address the CALFED priority species and
habitats (see Section II.L) but are not required to do so.

Geographic Area: (see Section lI.J - Geographic Scope) In addition, the geographic area
for this topic includes the entire Bay-Delta watershed and its tributaries, including the
upper and lower watersheds.

Available Funding: It is expected that up to $2,300,000 in federal funding will be
available for this topic, however, it is possible that not all of this funding will be
obligated this funding cycle.

Coordination: Proposals should be coordinated with related resource protection efforts.

2. Criteria for Formal Proposal Evaluation

Formal proposals which meet the minimum requirements shall be evaluated using the
following criteria.

a. Community-based (20points)
b. Significant envirormaental results (10 points)
c. Consistent with CALFED and related efforts(15 points)
d. Multiple ecosystem issues (5 points)

~ ~[~FV.L~ PSP May 1998
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e. Provide for ongoing implementation (5 points)
f. Monitoring (5points)
g. Applicant’s ability (lOpoints)

For each of the aforementioned criteria, the considerations are as follows:

a. CommuniO,-based (:20 Points)

¯ Is the proposal it community-based and formed and does it include local leadership,
participation of diverse interests, and foster collaboration among multiple interests?

b. Significant environmental results (10 Points)

¯ Does the proposal contribute to ongoing local watershed stewardship that can achieve
significant environmental results?

c. Consistent with CALFED and related efforts (15 Points)

¯ Is the proposal consistent with CALFED principles and goals and related resource
protection activities, and does it foster community involvement in CALFED planning
and implementation?

d. Multiple Ecosystem Issues (5 Points)

¯ Does the proposal address multiple ecosystem issues, such as habita[ enhancement,
rangeland management agricultural practices, urban development, and surface and
groundwater quality?

¯ Is the proposal consistent with related resource protection activities?

e. Provide for Ongoing Implementation (5 Points)

¯ Is there the ability to "leverage" other funding sources, institutional mechanisms, or
other mechanisms to provide for ongoing implementation?

f Monitoring (5 Points)

¯ Does the proposal measure success and provide for necessary monitoring, including
fostering volunteer monitoring?

~ c~L~) - PSP May 1998
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g. Applicant’s Ability (10 Points)

¯ Does the applicant demonstrate the capability, experience and qualifications to
successfully complete the proposed project?

3. Formal Proposal Format and Content

Local watershed stewardship proposals should follow the proposal format described in
this PSP (See Section I1.H). However, applicants are encouraged to provide the
information, in the described format, that is most responsive to the criteria identified for
this topic. In addition, ~he level of detail should be consistent with the proposed
watershed stewardship activities and with the level of funding being requested. As noted
elsewhere in this PSP, brief, concise yet thorough proposals are encouraged

4. Contract Requirements

Contract administration may be performed by U.S. EPA, the National Fish and Wildlife
Foundation (NFWF), or another entiiy, depending on the type of project, the type of
applicant and the total number of watershed stewardship projects selected for funding. If
an applicant is interested in reviewing the appropriate federal forms, including terms and
conditions, that apply to selected proposals for this topic, they can be obtained by
contacting EPA at (415) 744-1990.
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H. Environmental Education

1. Description

Background: The goal of this program is to develop a citizenry that has been lead from
awareness of environmental issues toward informed action at the individual and
community level concerning natural resource conservation. This program is designed to
include all age groups in rural and urban populations.

Eligible Proposals: Proposals will be solicited to fund environmental education
programs that:

¯ increase public awareness, knowledge, and appreciation of natural resources and
ecosystem restoration activities, foster active participation in conservation programs,
or

¯ encourage individuals to wisely use natural resources.

Geographic Scope: (see Section II.J - Geographic Scope)

Recommended Funding: It is expected that up to $300,000 in federal funding will be
available for this topic, however, it is possible that not all of this funding will be
obligated this funding cycle.

Coordination: This funding is not intended to duplicate existing programs. Proposals
should clearly indicate how they supplement or complement existing programs.

2. Criteria for Formal Proposal Evaluation

Environmental Education Proposals should be consistent with the mission of the
CALFED program by showing linkages to the education of the public concerning
restoration of the ecological health and improvement in water management for beneficial
uses. Formal proposals which meet minimum requirements shall be evaluated using the
following criteria:

a. Existing Programs (lOpoints)
b. Participation (lOpoints)
c. Project Contribution (lOpoints)
d. Ecological and Biological Benefits (lOpoints)
e. Awareness and Understanding (lOpoints)
f. Provide for On-going Implementation (10 points)
g. Monitoring (lOpoints)
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For each of the aforementioned criteria, the considerations are as follows:

g. Existing Progranu: (10 Points)

¯ How does the program complement and enhance existing environmental education
efforts? Is the project consistent with and/or does it assist with the implementation of
existing programs and/or curricula?

b. Participation (10 Points)

¯ Does the project include the participation of a variety of partnerships? Is it community
based and does it fi>ster collaborative efforts among multiple entities? How does the
project address the local needs and concerns of the people served by the project?

c. Project Contribution (10 Points)

¯ How does the project contribute to on-going local watershed management, resource
stewardship or restoration programs? Does it encourage volunteer participation?

d. Ecological and Biological Benefits (10 Points)

¯ Does the project stress an ecosystem approach and address multiple ecosystem issues?

e. Awareness and Understanding (10 Points)

¯ Does the project create an awareness and understanding of natural resource issues that
will lead to informed decision~ and responsible actions? Does the project promote
critical thinking skills that enable people to recognize the complexity of resource
issues and to make choices within social, political, scientific, and economic realities?

f. Provide for Ongoing ltnplementation (10 Points)

¯ What is the ability of the project to leverage other funding sources and institutional
mechanisms to ensure on going implementation?

g. Monitoring (10 Points)

¯ Does the project have established mechanisms for measuring results? Describe the
mechanisms used to measure success (photos, number of people served, etc).

3. Formal Proposal Format and Content: (See Section II.H)
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4. Contract Requirements

The appropriate federal fbrms, including terms and conditions, that apply to successful
proposals are provided in Attachment E. All proposals must include FORM DI-2010
when submitted.

c^t.v~.o PSP May 1998
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I. Small Screen Evaluations and Alternatives

1. Description

Background: There are a large number of relatively small diversions diverting water
from the Sacramento mad San Joaquin rivers and their tributaries. These smaller
diversions have the potential to entrain juvenile fish but there is relatively little data that
can be used to identify where the biological benefits would be the greatest in a program to
screen smaller diversions.

The most effective means of preventing entrainment is to screen these diversions with a
modern fish screen. Evaluations of alternative methods of preventing entrainment at
larger diversions have not identified any effective solutions other than positive fish
screens. However, when evaluating screening at smaller diversions under 25 cfs, there
may be other techniques for preventing entrainment that could be cost effective in some
situations.

Eligible Proposals: Proposals are being solicited that focus on development of
information that can be used to prioritize efforts to screen small diversions. This can
include determination of the biological benefits of screening small diversions through an
evaluation of entrainment potential at several locations by field sampling. There are also
locations where it is possible to evaluate a screened and an unscreened diversion. The
proposals should document how locations are to be compared, number of locations to be
evaluated, and methods and techniques to be used to evaluate results. The proposal
should also document how the results could be used to develop a method to assign
priority to small unscreened diversions.

Proposals are also being solicited to determine if there are other techniques, other than
positive fish screens which can significantly reduce entrainment and to evaluate these
techniques in an appropriate setting to.

The applicant should have written permission from the owner of any diversion where
they propose to sample.

Geographic Area: (see Section II.J - Geographic Scope)

Available Funding: It is expected that up to $200,000 in state funding will be available
for this topic, however, it is possible that not all of this funding will be obligated this
funding cycle.

Coordination: Actions need to be coordinated with BOR, NMFS, FWS, DWR, DFG,
and with local organiT.ations, watershed conservancies, landowners and water districts.

~6 PSP May 1998
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Input should be sought from groups involved in fish screening issues such as the Fish
Facilities Team, the CVPIA’s Anadromous Fish Screen Program, the Interagency
Ecological Program’s Agricultural Diversion Project Work Team, local Resource
Conservation Districts, and local watershed groups.

2. Criteria for Formal Proposal Evaluation

To be eligible for funding all proposals should benefit one or more of the priority species
or habitats listed in Section II-L. Formal proposals which meet the minimum
requirements shall be evaluated using the following criteria:

a. Ecological and biologi~cal benefits (25points)
b. Applicant’s ability (5 points)
c. Technical feasibility and timing (15points)
d. Compatibility and benefits to non-ecosystem CALFED objectives (5 points)
e. Cost (lOpoints)
f. Cost sharing and local involvement (5 points’)
g. Monitoring, assessment, and reporting (5 points)

note: Cost sharing and ~ocal involvement are not mandatory requirements, but are
encouraged.

For each of the specified criteria, the considerations are as follows:

a. Ecological/Biological Benefits (25 Points)

¯ What is the ecological and biological effectiveness of the proposal in addressing a
stressor and benefiting priority species or habitats?

¯ How does the project meet ERPP objectives and list the specific target(s) met by the
proposal note: applicants should identify the specific ERPP objectives addressed
in their proposal and include the ERPP section, objective, and page number.
How does the project address the objectives of the Anadromous Fish Restoration
Program (AFRP) or other sections of the CVPIA.

¯ Are there multiple benefits to species, habitats or natural processes? Are multiple
stressors addressed?

¯ To what extent does the proposal use natural processes and functions as a means of
restoration?

¯ Is the proposal expected to provide long-term ecological/biological benefits?

~ ~:FE~ PSP May 1998
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b.Applicant’s Ability: applicant’s capabilities, experience, and record of past
performance as well as experience and qualifications of key personnel (5 Points)

¯ Does the applicant"s experience, education, or background indicate that he/she is
capable of implementing the proposal?

¯ If the applicant has received grants or contracts previously, what is the applicant’s past
record of perfoxxnance in meeting the objectives and conditions of those grants and
contracts?

c. Technical Feasibility and Timing (15 Points)

¯ Is the proposal sound in its technical approach, including but not limited to
hydrological modeling where appropriate?

¯ Have all reasonable options been evaluated?

¯ Does the proposal demonstrate an understanding of the problems?

¯ Is the proposal ready to be funded or are there actions that the applicant is planning to
complete prior funding?

d. Compatibility and .benefits to non-ecosystem CALFED objectives: water quality,
water supply reliability, and system integrity (5 Points)

¯ Does the proposal have multiple benefits related to the other CALFED objectives?

¯ Are there conflicts with other CALFED objectives?

¯ Does the project have the potential for significant adverse or beneficial impacts to third
parties? Examples include economic impacts to a community from land use changes,
or reduced hydroelectric generation revenues due to changes in water release patterns
in a river.

e. Cost (10 Points)

¯ How does the cost of the proposal (including direct and indirect costs) compare to
other similar proposals?

I --000’124
1-000124



¯ Is the level of funding requested for the proposed activity reasonable? How does the
applicant plan to use its resources to maximize cost effectiveness, such as labor,
equipment, class of staff used for different items, supplies?

¯ Does the proposal include indirect overhead costs? If so are they reasonable?
note: The proposal should indicate the level of indirect overhead costs for each task of
the proposed project. Indirect overhead labor costs should include general,
administrative, and/or fee costs, if any.

f. Cost Sharing and Local Involvement (5 Points)

¯ Is the applicant sharing in the .cost of the project?

¯ Are other entities sharing in the cost of the project?

¯ Does the proposal "le,,erage" other funding sources to support this or other restoration
actions?

¯ When in-kind services are proposed for cost sharing, does the proposal include a
method of documenting in-kind services?

¯ Is the proposal coordinated with other restoration programs and projects in the area?

¯ Is there local support or involvement for the proposal?
note: The proposal should either state the level and nature of local support, if known,
or indicate how the applicant intends to seek and obtain local support.

¯ Is the proposal supported by a local watershed management plan?

¯ Does the project have potential for significant local benefits or impacts including
activities related to flood control, water diversions, local economy, and/or local
landowners?

g. Monitoring, Assessment and Reporting (5 Points)

¯ Does the proposal provide adequate details and resources for both biological and
financial monitoring and reporting?

¯ Is the biological/ecological monitoring component of the proposal coordinated with
existing and/or anticipated monitoring programs?
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¯ Does the proposal have performance measures and indicators to determine
biological/ecological success?

¯ Does the proposal include a discussion to compare the proposed methodology with
alternatives to support its approach?

3. Formal Proposal Format and Content: (See Section II.H)

4. Contract Requirements

The terms and conditions which will apply to successful proposals are provided in
Attachment D. Note that terms and conditions may vary depending on the type of
applicant and the type of project. Also, contract administration may be performed by
CALFED or the National Fish and Wildlife Foundation (NFWF), depending on the type
of applicant and type of project.

Note also that specific documents should be submitted with the proposal and are
identified in Attachment D, Table D-1.
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Attachment A
Geographic Scope of PSP Projects and Programs
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Attachment A
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Attachment B
Implementation Strategy Excerpts

Habitats

Habitat types that have experienced the greatest declines and which provide the broadest
ecosystem benefits and!or benefits to the priority species include the following:

1. Tidal perennial aquatic habitat (freshwater).
Description. Includes shallow aquatic habitats, particularly less than 9 feet deep from
mean high tide.
Priority rationale: This habitat type has declined dramatically in the Delta. It provides
habitat fbr many fish and wildlife ~pccies, and contributes to the primary and secondary
productivity of the food web in the Delta. Implementation of pilot projects would allow
restoration techniques to be refined. Experience restoring this type of habitat has been
limited and there are questions related to benefits that can be provided for salmon rearing
in the Delta that need to be answered as part of the larger ERPP.
Examples: A project that is already underway is the Prospect Island Project.
Key .species: Species potentially benefitted by this habitat type include Delta smelt,
salmon, wildlife and plant species in the following guilds: shorebird and wading-bird
guild, waterfowl guild, freshwater emergent wetlands plant
association.

2. Seasonal wetland and’ aquatic

Description: Includes seasonal wetland habitats within the floodplain which are inundated
seasonally by high water or seasonal wetland habitats which can be managed to recreate
these natural processe~,;.
Priority rationale: Seasonal wetlands within the floodplain can provide habitat for aquatic
species such as Splittail spawning and salmon rearing and for wildlife species such as
waterfowl and shorebirds. They also provide functions such as nutrient cycling and
foodweb support. Seasonal wetlands provide fbraging and adjacent uplands provide
nesting habitat for waterfowl and other water-dependant wildlife species, some of which
are listed such as the greater sandhill crane, giant garter snake, California clapper rail, and
Aleutian Canada goose. Historically, the Central Valley provided over four million acres
of natural wetland habitat but this has been reduced by over 90%. Natural seasonal
wetlands have been greatly reduced by levee construction for agricultural conversion and
urbanization, significant changes in hydrology and water quality, and construction of
flood control and navigation projects. In some areas, these changes have precluded the
ability to restore seasonal wetlands through natural processes so they should now be
recreated through intentional irrigation and management to provide the same wetland
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functions. In other areas, the natural processes are still capable of restoring seasonal
wetlands with less management. Where possible, seasonal wetlands will be restored
through natural processe:s and where necessary, they will be recreated through more
intensive management. Restoration of seasonal wetlands can also provide opportunities
for riparian forest restoration using natural processes if there is not a conflict with flood
control operations.
Examples: The Yolo Bypass, the Cosumnes River Preserve/Watershed, and Stone Lakes
Wildlife Refuge.
Key species: salmon, sp!ittail, waterfowl and wading birds such as northern pintails and
mallards, giant garter snakes, sandhill crane, Aleutian Canada goose, tricolored blackbird,
and for the areas where appropriate riparian upland restoration can accompany seasonal
floodplain wetlands, grassland species such as western yellow-billed cuckoo, Swainson’s
hawk, riparian wildlife guild, and neotropical migratory bird guild.

3. Instream aquatic habitat
Description: Includes aquatic habitat in the creeks, streams, and rivers of the Central
Valley. Components of this aquatic habitat includes the water flows, sediment supply,
water quality, water temperature, and other parameters that interact to provide healthy
aquatic habitat.
Priority rationale: This habitat type provides spawning and rearing habitat for most of the
anadromous species in the Bay-Delta ecosystem. Native resident species also rely on this
habitat type. It plays an important role in the health of estuarine habitat downstream.
This habitat type has been impacted by changes in water and sediment supply, losses in
riparian habitat discussed under shaded riverinc aquatic habitat, changes in water quality
and water temperature, and many other landscape level changes in the ecosystem.
Examples: Restoration efforts on Battle Creek to improve flows and gravel
replenishment efforts on the Sacramento River.
Key species: Salmonids, splittail, and striped bass.

4. Shaded riverine aquatic habitat
Description: Includes riparian habitat adjacent to or overhanging streams and rivers.
Priority rationale: This habitat type provides food and escape cover for outmigrating
salmonid juveniles and is an important source of nutrients in the streams and Delta
sloughs. Much of this hz, bitat type along the major rivers and in the Delta has been lost
due to river channelization, levee construction and maintenance, and the invasion of
exotic flora. Shaded riverine aquatic habitat can been restored in two ways, through
restoration on existing levee berms and through restoration of natural processes by
modifying flood control :facilities such as with levee setbacks. In giving this habitat type
priority, the focus should, be on restoration using natural river processes with habitat
restoration on existing levee berms occurring only where natural process restoratioh is
precluded.
Examples: Sacramento River Refuge/SB 1086, Cosumnes River Preserve
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Key species: Salmonids, other riparian dependent species.

5. Saline emergent wetlands habitat (tidal)
Description: Includes tidal brackish and saltwater wetlands.
Priority rationale: This habitat type supports several listed plant and animal
species and is important for nutrient cycling and food web support functions. It has also
declined due to diking and reclamation of bay lands.
Examples: There are several restoration projects in the North Bay and Suisun Bay.
Key species: Salt marsh harvest mouse, Suisun song sparrow, and for some of the
restoration projects in the No~h Bay which restore natural salinity gradients at creek
mouths, this type of restoration can be important for aquatic species such splittail and
striped bass.

6. Midchannel islands attd shoals habitat
Descrj_ption: Includes the channel islands in the Delta.
Priority rationale: These midchannel islands represent diverse habitat types including
shoals, tidal mudflats, rule marshes, shaded riverine aquatic, and riparian scrub habitat.
These habitat remnants are a high priority tbr protection and restoration because
collectively they comprise a significant fraction of the remaining natural habitat in the
Delta, they continue to be threatened, and they are one of the few habitat areas in many
areas of the delta where habitat restoration oppoi’tunities have not been complicated by
subsidence.
Examples: Staten Island midchannel island project
Key species: Delta srnelt, salmon, shore bird and wading-bird guilds, and waterfowl
guild.

7. North Delta agricultu~,al wetlands and perennial grasslands
Description: Includes agricultural lands seasonally flooded and perennial grassland
habitat.
Priority Rationale: Agricultural wetlands and perennial grasslands in the north Delta,
may also need to be included because they provide opportunities for restoration of
seasonal floodplains and tidal perennial aquatic habitat due to the limited amount of
subsidence that has occurred. These habitat types in the north Delta are rapidly being
conve~ed to vineyards which could preclude opportunities for restoration in the future.
Other agricultural wetlands will be considered in determining the actions needed to
address priority species.
Examples: Stone Lakes Wildlife Refuge, Jepson Prairie Preserve
..Key Species: These habitat types in this area currently provide foraging habitat for
shorebirds, waterfowl, Swainson’s hawks, and sandhill cranes. Any future restoration of
these lands would incorporate the existing terrestrial and avian wildlife benefits as well as
provide benefits to aquatic species such as Delta smelt, and salmon.
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Priority Species or Populations

Species or populations that are at the greatest risk of decline and whose recovery contributes the
greatest to the CALFED mission include the following aquatic species that are listed, are being
considered or are likely to be considered for listing, or aquatic species with high recreational value
and in serious decline. Using these species, the stressors or factors affecting them and the actions
needed to address the stressors will be identified by tectmical experts. These actions will then be
evaluated to ensure that they are consistent with the criteria included at the end of the
Implementation Strategy.

¯ Primary

1 st Tier: Winter-run chinook salmon, spring-run chinook salmon, San Joaquin and eastside Delta
tributary fall-run chinook salmon, steelhead trout, delta smelt, green sturgeon, and Sacramento
late fall-run chinook salmon.

2nd Tier: Longfin smelt, splittail, and white sturgeon

¯ Secondary

Striped bass, migratory birds, Sacramento fall-run chinook salmon, and American shad.

1. San Joaquin River and east-side tributary fall-run chinook salmon: The chinook salmon is
an important native anadromous sport and commercial fish with important ecological value.
The fall-run race on the San Joaquin River is designated as a species of concern by USFWS.

2. Winter-run chinook salmon: The chinook salmon is an important native anadromous sport
and commercial fish with important ecological value. The winter-run race is listed as
endangered under the state and federal Endangered Species Acts.

3. Spring-run chinook salmon: The chinook salmon is an important native anadromous sport
and commercial fish with important ecological value. The spring-run race on the Sacramento
River is designated as a closely monitored species by DFG and a species of concern by
USFWS.

4. Delta smelt: The Delta smelt is a native estuarine resident fish that has been listed as
threatened under the state and federal Endangered Species Acts.

5. Splittaih The Sacramento splittail is a native resident fish that is proposed for listing under
the federal Endangered Species Act and a candidate for listing under the State Endangered
Species Act. The Sacramento splittail also supports a small winter sport fishery in the lower
Sacramento River.
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6. Steelhcad trout: The steelhead trout is an important native anadromous sport fish of high
recreational and ecological value that is proposed for listing under the federal Endangered
Species Act.

7. Green sturgeon: The green sturgeon is designated as a species of special concem by
DFG and a species of concern by USFWS.

8. Str(ped bass: The striped bass is an important non-native anadromous sport fish with high
recreational value. It also plays an important role as a top predator in the aquatic system.

9. Migratory Birds: Includes both waterfowl guild and neotropical migratory bird guild. Many
of these species migrate through, winter, or breed in the Bay-Delta. Waterfowl are a
significant component of the ecosystem, are of high interest to recreational hunters and bird
watchers, and contribute to California’s economy. Representative species include canvasback,
mallard, pintail, and snow geese. The neotropical migratory bird guild are of high interest to
recreational bird watchers and there have been substantial losses of habitat used by these
species.
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Attachment C
Information on Stressors Affecting Priority Species and Habitats

Included in this section are descriptions of the stressors affecting the priority species. Also
included are tables identifying the relative importance of each stressor for each priority species.
The information on the stressors and the relative importance of each stressor for each priority
species was developed by the geographic technical teams and the 1997 Integration Panel.

1. Alteration of Flows and Other Effects of Water Management

Hydrograph Alterations. Alteration of the hydrograph can have wide ranging effects on
biological resources due to direct and indirect effects on habitat quantity and quality caused by
changes in flow. Flows may affect aquatic habitat through changes in depth, velocity, wetted
area, water quality, sediment transport, and other factors. Flow related stressors on fish,
wildlife, and riparian resotu:ces include inadequate flow, flow variability, seasonal flow
changes or flow timing, stranding due to flow fluctuation, lack of flushing flows, lack of
attraction flows, lack of channel forming flows, saltwater intrusion, and other factors.

Changes in the hydrograph are linked to a number of other stressors and processes in the
ecosystem, and actions to hddress these changes may have benefits for related stressors such
as water temperature, hydrological isolation of floodplains, migration barriers, geomorphic
process constraints, or lack of riparian regeneration potential.

Restoration actions targeted at hydrograph alterations could include evaluation of water needs
for fish or wildlife, or assessment/revision of water management operations. C, ategory III
funds cannot be used for direct acquisition of water.

Entrainment Direct mortality to fisheries resources occurs as a result of unscreened
diversions, diversions not screened to current standards, inoperable screens, and impingement.
The significance of this stressor on a fish population varies depending on the size, location,
type, duration and timing o:f the diversion. Due to the influence of river flows and timing of
water diversion on entrainment risk, there is some linkage between entrainment and other
water management related stressors.

Restoration actions targeted at reducing entrainment may include new fish screens, screen
rehabilitation, screen improvements, or alternatives to screening such as consolidation or
relocation of diversions. Alternative diversion methods such as in-gravel wells may also serve
to reduce entrainment.

"--~-k:~gi~5 " PSP May 1998
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Migration Barriers and Straying. Migration barriers or delays may be caused by physical
structures, insufficient flow over shallow areas, inadequate attraction flows, adverse water
quality conditions, delayed flooding of marshlands, or other factors. Barriers to movement of
migrating fish species are a stressor because they may affect the physical condition (e.g.,
mechanical injury due to diversions, screens, dams, etc.), physiological condition (e.g.,
spawning readiness, smolting, etc.), and/or ecological status (e.g., predation risk, run timing,
outmigrant survival, etc.) of anadromous fish. Barriers to upstream movement may prevent
access to upstream spawning habitat, and delays in upstream migration can increase predation
risks and decrease spawning success. In addition, straying related to barriers can result in loss
of adults to the spawning population if they are unable to locate suitable spawning habitat.

Barriers are often associated with other stressors in the system, including water management
activities and the associated structures and flow changes, and water quality degradation related
to changes in land use.

Restoration actions to address barriers caused by physical structures, water quality constraints,
or hydrological conditions could include bypass arrangements such as fish ladders, physical
barrier removal, improvements in water quality, or flow changes or augmentation that prevent
straying and allow passage.

2. Floodplain and Marshplain Changes

Hydrological Isolation of Floodplain or Marshplain. Hydrological isolation of the floodplain
or marshplain occurs when there is a lack of flow over these areas and/or a lack of return flow
to the main channel. The lack of flow functionally isolates the floodplain from the main
channel, and prevents ecologically beneficial floodplain and river interactions such as gravel
recruitment, fine sediment deposition on the floodplain, nutrient input to the river, riparian
zone regeneration, woody debris recruitment input, creation of spawning habitat, and other
important processes.

Reconnection of the hydrological link between the river and floodplain can be addressed
through a variety of physical or hydrological changes, including improved drainage
connections between floodplains and rivers, alteration of the hydrograph to facilitate
floodplain inundation, or restoration of hydrological links to historic floodplain areas.

Physical Isolation of Floodplain or Marshplain. Physical isolation of the floodplain or
marshplain includes habitat fragmentation, loss of seasonal and tidal wetlands due to levee
construction, or other land use changes that physically separate the floodplain or marshplain
from the main water channels. Physical isolation of these areas results in habitat
discontinuities which decrease their suitability for aquatic and terrestrial species. Physical
isolation of the floodplain or marshplain is closely linked with hydrological isolation, and
related land use stressors on the ecosystem.

~ CZI,FED PSP May 1998
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Restoration actions associated with floodplain or marshplain habitat could include
recormection of the floodplain or marshplain to the water channel to allow a more natural
inundation cycle, using setback levees, flood bypass areas, floodplain easements, or other
methods. Other actions could include managed flooding of historic floodplain areas or
suitable agricultural lands.

Elimination of Fine Sediment Replenishment. Fine sediment replenishment of floodplain and
marshplain areas occurs when these areas are inundated by high flows or tidal action. This
process is interrupted by isc, lation of the floodplain or marshplain, and can result in decreased
food production and diminished nutrient cycling due to a lack of fine sediment deposition in
vegetated areas. Restoration actions that address hydrologic or physical isolation of the
floodplain or marshplain c~a also address this stressor.

3. Channel Form Changes

Alteration of Channel Form. Alteration of channel form includes loss of shallow water habitat
due to channel reconfiguration, channel deepening, lack of floodplain, degradation of instream
habitat conditions, and loss of lotic conditions (free flowing stream conditions). These
changes result in reduced suitability of in-channel or stream corridor habitat for fish and
wildlife species due to changes in hydraulic conditions, cover, predation risk, and other
factors.

Channel form alterations are generally aimed at restoring natural physical processes within the
constraints of a managed system. Projects may include streambed alterations to increase
channel complexity, substrate changes, restoration of slough or mid-channel island complexes,
or other floodplain manipulations.

Prevention of Channel Meander. Channel meander is a natural process that contributes to
creation and maintenance of important aquatic and terrestrial habitat features. Preventing
channel meander can result in associated stressors such as channel deepening, loss of shallow
water habitat and channel complexity, reduced gravel recruitment, riparian encroachment, and
bank armoring. Prevention of channel meander is linked to other floodplain stressors, such as
isolation of the floodplain, water management activities, changes in the hydrograph, and lack
of riparian vegetation.

¯ Actions which restore channel meander and/or associated natural processes may include
protection of existing ripari~m belts or creation of new riparian areas, increasing channel
complexity through structural modification, and construction of setback levees.

Isolation or Elimination of Sidechannels and Tributaries. Isolation of sidechannels or
tributaries due to structural ,changes or water management actions can lead to a loss of woody
debris recruitment, loss of rearing and spawning habitat, loss of refuge habitat, and decreased
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food production for fish and wildlife species. This stressor is linked to other floodplain
related stressors such as floodplain isolation, prevention of channel meander, land use
changes, and alteration of the hydrograph.

Actions which restore processes associated with tributaries and sidechannels could include
main channel changes, structural modifications to habitat in existing channels, or reconnection
of isolated channels or tributaries.

Reduction. of Gravel Recruitment. Reduction of gravel recruitment results in a direct loss of
spawning habitat, and the potential for increased gravel armoring that makes gravel beds less
suitable for spawning. This stressor is related to other floodplain processes such as channel
meander, and water management actions that affect flood flows and floodplain inundation.

Gravel recruitment actions may include gravel source identification, spawning gravel
acquisition, gravel introduction, spawning gravel improvement projects, or measures to
increase natural gravel recruitment.

Channel Aggradation Due to Fine Sediments. Accelerated erosion or decreased sediment
transport capacity can result in changes in channel form by increasing the deposition of fine
sediments in the stream channel. Increased fine sediment loads are often detrimental to
salmonid species because they decrease the suitability of spawning gravels, and they are a less
productive substrate for growth of aquatic invertebrates and other food organisms.

Fine sediment loads are closely linked to land use practices that influence erosion, watershed
management in upstream areas, gravel recruitment, and channel form changes that influence
sediment transport capacity. Restoration actions related to fine sediment management could
include site-specific or watershed-wide efforts to decrease sediment input, mechanical
removal of existing sediment, or increases in sediment transport capacity due to water
management changes.

Loss of Existing..Riparian Zone or Lack of Reg.eneration Potential. Loss of the riparian zone
can be a stressor on the ecosystem by reducing food supplies for fish and wildlife, eliminating
Shaded Riverine Aquatic (SRA) habitat, reducing channel complexity, and eliminating cover
and nesting habitat. Since the riparian zones are typically associated with floodplains and
river banks, they are linked to other stressors such as floodplain isolation, prevention of
channel meander, and water management activities. The restriction of many riparian areas to
sections of levee creates a close association between riparian habitat and levee maintenance
practices such as riprapping or burning.

Riparian restoration project.,; could include riparian corridor easements, rehabilitation of
riparian areas, riparian protection plans, land use changes, restoration of adjacent land for
buffer zones, and foraging and nesting habitat.
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4. Water Quality

Increased Contaminants. Increased contaminant loads can be caused by urban runoff,
agricultural runoff, mine drainage, refineries, wastewater treatment plants, and other point or
non-point pollution sources. They can be a stressor on the ecosystem due to acute or chronic
toxicity on aquatic organisms, including fish, and may be particularly deleterious for younger
life stages of fish that may have longer exposure and higher sensitivity to toxic compounds.

Increased contaminant loads are related to other stressors in the system, including land use
practices and hydrograph alterations.

Contaminant control action.,; may include identification of pollutant sources, evaluation of
effects, remediation, monitoring, or education in order to identify and reduce impacts on
salmonids and other aquatic resources.

.I.acreased Salinity. Increases in salinity are a specific type of water quality stressor on
freshwater or estuarine species associated with the North Bay and portions of Suisun Marsh
and the Delta. Increased salinity may be due to water management, operation of diversions or
structures, runoff, etc. Salinity increases are linked to water management and land use
stressors. In the North Bay, salinity is linked to historical land uses.

Actions to decrease salinity in freshwater areas could include revised land use practices, flow
alterations, runoff control, or other measures.

Increased Nutrient or Carbon Input. Increased input of nutrients from agricultural runoff,
wastewater treatment, and other sourczs can be an ecosystem stressor, and may be associated
with low dissolved oxygen or other water quality stressors. In particular, low dissolved
oxygen levels can link this stressor to related migration barriers. Restoration actions which
limit the deleterious input of large quantities of nutrients may include agricultural runoff
control, wastewater treatment, flow management in critical areas, or other measures.

.Increased Mobilization of Contaminants Due to Dredging. Dredging can be a stressor on the
ecosystem due to increased turbidity, contaminant mobilization, or associated dredge spoil
disposal issues. In some cases, turbidity and contaminant mobilization can result in acute or
chronic toxicity problems for aquatic species. Land based dredge spoil disposal may have
associated terrestrial habita! impacts on plant and wildlife species.

Dredging related restoration actions may address methods for controlling turbidity effects,
Preventing mobilization of toxic compounds, facilitating safe dredge spoil disposal, or
developing beneficial uses for dredge spoil.

Water Temperature
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High water temperatures are a stressor on many cold water aquatic species, and may be caused
by lack of riparian shade, lower flows, increased water surface area, warm water inflow, or
other factors. Warm water temperatures can adversely ’affect spawning or rearing habitat,
especially for salmonids. Since high water temperature can affect multiple life stages of a
species, its impact on the egg, fry, and smolt lifestages of salmonids can result in a substantial
cumulative mortality effect.

Water temperature is closely correlated to air temperature in many cases, but may be heavily
influenced by the related stressors of hydrograph alteration (particularly below large
reservoirs) or lack of riparian shade.

Water temperature related actions not included as part of hydrograph alterations or riparian
revegetation may include increased modeling or monitoring work, and evaluation of
additional temperature management options.

6. Undesirable Species Interactions

Introduction of New Exotic Species. Introduction of new exotic species can occur from
ballast water discharge, inadvertent release of exotic species, or intentional introduction of
exotic species for other reasons. Exotic species represent a predatory and competitive threat
to native species, and can compromise beneficial uses of native fish, wildlife, and plants.
Control of exotic species introductions is closely linked to educational efforts associated with
human disturbance of the ecosystem. In addition, an overall improvement in ecosystem health
can decrease the system’s vulnerability to colonization by exotic species.

Actions which address introduction of exotic species may be regulatory or educational in
nature, and may include specific actions aimed at preventing new exotic species introductions.

Elevated Predation and Competition Losses. Predation and competition are natural mortality
factors that may have an unnaturally significant effect on native fish populations when they
are intensified by introduced species, habitat changes that favor predators or introduced
species, or other changes that increase the vulnerability of the prey. Elevated losses of native
species may occur due to striped bass predation, other introduced predatory species,
competition for nest sites by introduced bird species, competition for food resources by
introduced fish or mollusk species, and other factors. This stressor is directly related to
introduction of exotic species., and to water management activities or land use actions that may
alter habitat conditions in faw~r of predators or introduced competitors.
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Predator or competitor control actions may include control or eradication programs, habitat
modifications to decrease unnaturally high predation, or research projects related to exotic
species control.

Competition from Introduced Plants. Competition from introduced plant species may include
invasive aquatic plants such as Hydrilla, invasive riparian zone plants such as Arundo, or
invasive salt marsh plants. These species can out compete native species that provide a better
food supply for native fish and wildlife species, or they can be so prolific that they create
problems for other beneficial land and water uses such as agriculture, water supply, or
navigation. This stressor is directly related to introduction of new exotic species.

Minimizing deleterious impacts from exotic plant species may involve control efforts,
eradication programs, education programs, or other measures.

7. Adverse Fish and Wildlife Itarvest Impacts

Fish and wildlife harvest is a direct mortality factor which can have adverse effects at the
population level under certain circumstances. These circumstances may include ocean and
freshwater overharvest (particularly in cases of depleted salmon runs), poaching, or inadequate
fishing regulations related to size limits or fishing locations. Poaching of migrating adult
salmon after they have entered the tributaries can be particularly detrimental, since most of
these fish would have successfully spawned and contributed to greater smolt production.

Potential restoration actions may be related to either legal or illegal harvest, and could include
research projects, or improved management tools or techniques.

8. Population Management

Population management stressors include migratory pathway changes caused by physical
(e.g., water diversion or barriers) or biological (e.g., genetic) factors, and inadequate
reproductive capacity due to small or non-existent spawning populations. These stressors can
result in reduced production of smolts due to poor spawning success or adverse outmigration
conditions. Population management stressors are related to artificial propagation of fish and
the associated genetic and management implications, and also to water management activities
that may result in migratory pathway changes.

Population management actions could include genetic investigations r~lated to wild stocks;
actions to improve monitoring, sampling, or management of stocks; and establishing or
supplementing salmon populations.

9. Land Use
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Grazing. Grazing is a land use stressor that may be manifested as a loss of riparian habitat,
increased erosion, or decreased water quality that can adversely affect beneficial uses of the
ecosystem, and impair the suitability of fish and wildlife habitat. Grazing is related to other
stressors in the ecosystem, including other land uses and water quality.

Actions addressing problems related to grazing may include land use changes, fencing,
¯ erosion control projects, development of easements, water quality control actions, watershed
planning and management, or other measures.

Gravel Mining. Gravel mining is a land use stressor that can result in decreased gravel
recruitment, increased fine sediment input, decreased quality of spawning and rearing habitat,
increased predation due to gravel pits, warmer water temperatures, stream ~hannel instability,
and deleterious changes in channel form. These changes can reduce the suitability of instream
physical habitat for many species, and may cause associated water quality problems. Gravel
mining is linked to other land use actions, as well as floodplain isolation stressors.

Actions addressing impacts associated with gravel mining could include channel stabilization
measures, spawning gravel augmentation, erosion control measures, land use changes,
alteration of mining practices, prevention of gravel pit capture by the stream, or other
measures.

Urbanization. Urbanization of the watershed may lead to loss of riparian habitat, habitat
fragmentation, drainage of wetlands, encroachment into the floodplain, pollutant runoff, and
other impacts on the ecosystem. These stressors result in decreased habitat suitability, and can
impair other beneficial uses of the system due to changes in water quality or needs for more
intensive water management (such as flood control actions). Urbanization is related to other
land use stressors, as well as water quality issues and floodplain isolation.

Restoration measures aimed at urbanization impacts may be regulatory, educational, planning
oriented, or related to land acquisition.

Forestry. and Agricultural Practices. Forestry and agricultural practices in the watershed can
be stressors due to conversion of floodplain to agricultural use, land subsidence, increased
erosion, loss of habitat complexity, and water quality degradation. This can result in
decreased suitability of an area for fish and wildlife habitat, water supply, agriculture, or other
beneficial uses. Forestry and agricultural practices are related to other land use stressors, as
well as water quality concerns and floodplain isolation.

Restoration actions related to these practices may be site-specific or watershed-wide, and may
include planning efforts, educational programs, acquiring easements or buffer zones, or
developing technical management practices.
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10. Artificial Propagation ofFish,

Artificial propagation of fish can be a stressor on the wild population due to genetic changes
and related fitness concerns associated with hatchery management, run or stock hybridization,
altered timing of runs, effects of smolt releases on wild populations, introduction of
pathogens, incidental spring run mortality, increased striped bass populations, and other
factors. Artificial propagation activities are reiated to overall population management
stressors.

Restoration actions related to artificial propagation could include evaluation of existing
hatchery operations, assessment of new hatchery needs, or studies of hatchery impacts and
benefits. Hatchery expansion planning is not included in the 1998 Category III funding cycle.

11. Human Disturbance

Human disturbance of fish and wildlife populations or habitat by anglers, boaters, and other
recreational users could include disturbance of nest sites, trampling of salmon redds, and boat
wake damage to SRA habitat. The disturbance can lead to habitat degradation and adverse
effects on fish or wildlife populations.

Restoration actions addressing other stressors can be made more effective by implementing
associated education or other actions to limit human disturbance. The education actions could
serve to increase overall public awareness, or may target particular audiences to modify
behavior.

12. Wildfire

Wildfire is a potential stressor on the ecosystem due to the associated loss of habitat,
particularly in riparian zones. Ecosystem stress related to fire may be intentional, as in the
case using fire for clearing levees, or it can be related to increased frequency of fire in riparian
zones near urban areas.

Restoration actions related to fire management may include development of alternatives to use
of fire for levee maintenance, and control of fire within riparian corridors (particularly in
urban areas).
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PRIMARY SPECIES: SPRING RUN (tier one)

STRESSORS RANK COMMENTS

Alteration of Flows H Primarily concerned with migration barriers on tribs,
including Deer, Clear and Butte creeks. Also stranding and
entrainment.

Floodplain and Marshplain H Benefits most important for fry outmigrants.
Changes

Channel Form Changes M/H Lower tributary areas most important for fry and
yearlings. If habitat improved rearing in lower tribs may
occur. Riparian habitat also provides secondary benefits:
shading, food, multi-species & ecosystem benefits

Water Quality L Less concern than winter run since Iron Mountain Mine
not an issue for spring run. Tributary water quality better
than mainstem. May be concerned with ag runoff &
diazinon. Pesticides and unknown toxicity in Delta are a
risk to d/s migrants. Pesticides and urban runoff in lower
portions of tributaries are a slight risk to rearing.

Water Temperature M Concern for spring run due to timing of migration and
spawning, especially in valley segments of the tributaries.

Undesirable Species InteractionsL Predation by striped bass, squawfish, and other predators
on juveniles is not considered a problem.

Adverse Fish and Wildlife M Poaching is a primary concern when adult fish are in
Harvest Impacts summer holding habitat. May be more susceptible to ocean

harvest.

Land use M Concerns due to grazing/gravel mining/forestry practices
& urbanization. Concern with forest roads causing
sediment, lack of gravel, cattle grazing. Problems vary by
stream--need to look at upper watershed practices.

Artificial Propagation of Fish High production of hatchery fish on Feather River,
and Assoc, Pop. Mgmt. M/H potential impact on native gene pool.

Human Disturbance M Concern over recreational uses in summer holding habitat

Wildfire L Could be a problem if there are direct impacts on adult
holding and spawning areas due to increased fine sediment
input.

~YJD PSP May 1998
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PRIMARY SPECIES: S.J. FALL RUN (tier one)

STRESSORS RANK COMMENTS

Alteration of Flows H Entrainment at diversion sites, barriers to historic habitat.
Causes delayed migration, associated high mortality due to
predation, decrease in biodiversity of habitat & stranding
of fish.

Floodplain and Marshplain H System severely altered. Restoration on mainstem needs to
Changes be tied to changes in the hydrograph to avoid stranding due

to flow reductions after inundation of floodplain. There is
more opportunity for restoration on tributaries. Levees on
lower San Joaquin River.

Channel Form Changes H Gravel mining, gold dredging on tributaries, flood control
projects on the mainstem San Joaquin River. Degradation
of instream habitat, elevated predation in gravel ponds,
gravel recruitment limitations.

Water Quality M/H Concerns with dissolved oxygen and water temperature
during upstream migration and outmigration. Ag runoff
creates problems. Need more information due to unknown
toxicity risks. Much worse water quality than in
Sacramento River system. All tribs receive agricultural
runoff.

Water Temperature It Concern for upstream migrants in the fall and outmigrants
in the late spring on lower tributaries (Stanislaus, Merced,
and Tuolumne) and the mainstem San Joaquin River.

Undesirable Species InteractionsM Primary concern is fry and juvenile predation by small and
largemouth bass in tributaries, and unknown predators in
the Delta.

Adverse Fish and Wildlife M High harvest rates for Central Valley fall run stocks affect
Harvest Impacts escapement into the San Joaquin River.

Land use M General agricultural and urban impacts. Run-off of
contaminants from irrigation of selenium-rich soils.

Artificial Propagation of Fish H Relatively large production of hatchery fish, low population
and associated population overall, potential genetic effects, straying, release practices
management cause problems.

Human Disturbance L No evidence of problems.

Wildfire N/A
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PRIMARY SPECIES: SACRAMENTO LATE FALL RUN (tier one)

STRESSORS RANK COMMENTS
o

Alteration of Flows H Causes delayed migration, associated high mortality due to
predation, entrainment, decrease in biodiversity of habitat
& stranding of fish.

Floodplain and Marshplain H Causes straying & stranding of fish, decrease in habitat
Changes changes complexity, lack of large woody debris restoration.

Channel Form Changes H Causes decrease in habitat complexity, stranding and
straying of fish.

Water Quality M Potential spilling of Spring Creek Debris Dam below Iron
Mtn Mine. May be similar to risks for winter run.

Water Temperature L Water temperatures are suitable in upper Sac River.

Undesirable Species Interactions L Predation by striped bass and squawfish on juveniles not
considered a problem.

Adverse Fish and Wildlife M Ocean harvest fall run impacts on depressed stocks.
Harvest Impacts

Land use L Gravel for spawners is annually introduced by CVPIA.

Artificial Propagation of Fish M Large production of hatchery releases overlap with late fall
and Assoc Pop Mgmt run, unclear what impacts on the few remaining natural

spawners. Less a problem than for steelhead.

Human Disturbance L Potential jet-boat disturbance of redds.

Wildfire N/A
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PRIMARY SPECIES: GREEN STURGEON (tier one)

General comments: No ranking by stressor due to the lack of knowledge regarding what
stressor is of most concern. Based on current level of knowledge primary areas of concern
include flow, barriers, water quality-sediment, harvest, and entrainment. Additional
research needed on the life history of the species.

Panel listed following information ("what we know"):
¯ Large flows seem to attract species to spawn. Spawning areas are further upstream

compared to those used by white sturgeon on the Feather River and Sacramento River.
¯ Bottom feeders therefore sediment and water quality of concern.
¯ Population is down-may be due to harvest.
¯ DFG radio tagged one greel~ sturgeon (all recaptures Of green sturgeon that were tagged

in the estuary occurred in the ocean, many off the coast of Oregon and Washington).
Large catch in Clifton Ct forebay. Also in 50’s before forebay constructed, large catch in
vicinity of Santa Clara shoals. Also known to pass RBDD and GCID.

STRESSORS RANK COMMENTS

Alteration of Flows *

Floodplain and Marshplain
Changes

Channel Form Changes

Water Quality *

Water Temperature

Undesirable Species Interactions

Adverse Fish and Wildlife *
Harvest Impacts

Population Management

Land use

Artificial Propagation of Fish

Human Disturbance

Wildfire
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PRIMARY SPECIES: DELTA SMELT (tier one)

STRESSORS RANK COMMENTS

Alteration of Flows H Relationship of population levels to X-2, and entrainment at
export facilities and other in-Delta diversions.

Floodplain and Marshplain M Species needs emergent vegetation but not clear if this is
Changes limiting factor. Need to protect existing habitat. Need more

information on benefits of increased spawning habitat such
as marshplain/emergent vegetation.

Channel Form Changes M    Same as above.

Water Quality H Reason for high is because of concern over salinity--X2.
Also of concern is contaminant level, due to urban and ag
runoff, in Delta and how it may affect delta resident species.
Need more information/research on effects on fish. Possible
food chain effects.

Water Temperature L Not a concern for this species. No evidence of a problem.

Undesirable Species InteractionsM/H Concern with inland silversides that may prey on larvae
and clams which may affect food abundance for delta smelt.
All other exotics are lower priority

Adverse Fish and Wildlife N/A
Harvest Impacts

Land use L Linked to water quality problems.

Artificial Propagation of Fish L Current Biological Opinion and associated action
and Assoc. Pop Mgmt addressing the problem

Human Disturbance L No evidence of a problem.

Wildfire N/A
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PRIMARY SPECIES: STEELHEAD (tier one)

General comments: Research needed on life history and ecology ofsteelhead with particular interest in
outmigration, genetic implications of hatcheries, Coleman impacts, mainstem production, timing of runs.
Complex animal. Many of the actions need to be at the research and pilot level of implementation.

STRESSORS RANK COMMENTS

Alteration of Flows H Dams blocked access to historic spawning/rearing areas. There
are some barriers on remaining stream reaches that are
influenced by alteration of flows. Also stranding and
entrainment.

Floodplain and Marshplain H Reduction of flood frequency and magnitude, and bank
Changes protection projects, alters remaining habitat for rearing and

outmigration. Floodplain and marshplain benefits most
important for fry outmigrants.

Channel Form Changes H Lower elevation tributaries are important, and many of them
are degraded.

Water Quality L Iron Mountain Mine (Spring Creek) discharge affects only the
upper Sacramento River habitat, and has a low impact at the
population level. Pesticides and unknown toxicity in Delta are a
risk to d/s migrants. Pesticides and urban runoff in lower
portions of tributaries are a slight risk to rearing.

Water Temperature M May be able to address with reservoir management ,to reduce
temps for oversummer rearing fish. They are more tolerant of
warm water temperatures than salmon.

Undesirable Species L Same predator concerns as salmon, but smolts are typically
Interactions larger as outmigrants.

Adverse Fish and Wildlife H Inland tributary concern with sport harvest. Juvenile steelhead
Harvest Impacts and rainbow trout are indistinguishable

Land use M Concern with forest roads causing sediment, lack of gravel
cattle grazing. Problems vary by stream--need to look at upper
watershed practices

Artificial Propagation of Almost all have now originated from hatcheries, few natural
Fish M/H spawners, few wild fish, problems of release practices, hatchery
and Assoc. Pop. Mgmt. runs compete with natural spawners. Hatchery stocks taken

from out of basin.

Human Disturbance L Potential jet-boat disturbance of redds.

Wildfire L Could be a problem if there are direct impacts due to fine
sediment input to tributaries.

~CALFED PSP May 1998--~ BAY-DELTA
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PRIMARY SPECIES: WINTER RUN (tier one)

STRESSORS RANK COMMENTS

Alteration of Flows H Causes delays in migration and emigration (which can
result in higher mortality due to predation), decreases
habitat complexity, causes stranding of fish due to flow
fluctuations, and leads to entrainment.

Floodplain and Marshplain H Benefits to instream habitat. Increase in large woody
Changes debris may increase escapement numbers the following year

by providing oversummering habitat.

Channel Form Changes H Decreases habitat complexity and limits gravel for
spawning

Water Quality M Contaminants focus: consider Iron Mtn Mine possible
effects on food web. Metals in upper Sacramento River are
a risk to rearing. Pesticides and unknown toxicity in Delta
are a risk to rearing and d/s migrants and have a possible
food chain effect. Pesticides in the lower portion of the
tributaries are a risk to rearing.

Water Temperature L Biologically important but currently is only a problem in
extremely dry years with drawdown of Lake Shasta.

Undesirable Species InteractionsL Predation by striped bass and squawfish on juveniles not
considered a problem.

Adverse Fish and Wildlife M Poaching in inland rivers is main concern/ocean harvest has
Harvest Impacts been problem but current regulations and biological

opinion address problem.

Land use L Gravel for spawners annually introduced (CVPIA).

Artificial Propagation of Fish L Hatchery releases less a problem on WR than on other
and Assoc Pop Mgmt runs.

Human Disturbance L Potential jet-boat disturbance of redds.

Wildfire L No evidence of a problem.
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PRIMARY SPECIES: .SPLITTAIL (2nd tier)

STRESSORS RANK COMMENTS

Alteration of Flows H Shallow areas important for spawning. Regulated flows
affect frequency of shallow water availability.

Floodplain and Marshplain H Floodplain/marshplain provides primary spawning habitat-
Changes habitat may be limiting in Delta. Major spawning areas are

presently in the Yolo Bypass and San Joaquin River.

Channel Form Changes H Lack of SRA for rearing area.

Water Quality M Delta resident, spends more time in Delta, leading to higher
exposure. Severe lack/gap of knowledge.

Water Temperature L Not an issue for this species.

Undesirable Species InteractionsL None known.

Adverse Fish and Wildlife L Not an issue. Adults harvested in local fishery.
Harvest Impacts

Land use L Urban area (Stockton), Delta agriculture leads to water
quality and other impacts.

Artificial Propagation of Fish N/A

Human Disturbance N/A

Wildfire N/A

CALFED PaP May 1998
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PRIMARY SPECIES: LONGFIN SMELT (2nd tier)

Comments/notes: Downstream of X2, 2-yr. life cycle, older the further downstream. Most
years in San Pablo or W. Suisun, spawn in Big Break Delta or Western Delta. Emergent
vegetation not limiting there. Larvae move quickly out of emergent veg. Diet--neomysis
mainly.

STRESSORS RANK COMMENTS

Alteration of Flows H Reduction in outflows, entrainment issues. Abundance
correlates positively with greater flow. Mechanism appears
to relate to broader distribution of young in shallow,
productive areas and therefore greater survival.

Floodplain and Marshplain ML Habitat it lives in is not greatly altered or limiting. Lives in
Changes saline/brackish water, open shallow water habitat and

emergent vegetation. Need to ensure existing habitat
protected, food supply from marshplain may benefit fish.

Channel Form Changes L Channel form does not affect its habitat, which is open
shallow water and emergent vegetation.

Water Quality ML Delta water high toxicity due to contaminants. Impact on
fish resident to delta not known but of concern. Possible
food chain effects.

Water Temperature L    Not an issue.

Undesirable Species InteractionsMH X-2 relationship has declined, linked to introduced clam.
Clam seen as an indicator of potential impacts from other
introduced, species. Possible food web relationship.
Zooplankton changed also by clam. Need more info on
management techniques.

Adverse Fish and Wildlife N/A
Harvest Impacts

Land use IL Linked to water quality.

Artificial Propagation of Fish N/A
and assoc, pop mgmt

Human Disturbance L No evidence of a problem.

Wildfire N/A

~ c~t~X^
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PRIMARY SPECIES: WHITE STURGEON (2nd Tier) (CVPIA)

STRESSORS RANK COMMENTS

Alteration of Flows H Flow provides spawning cues, low flow can create migration
barriers.

Floodplain and Marshplain L Not a primary habitat, but data gaps on life stages and
Changes habitat. Uses main rivers for spawning in mid-channel.

Channel Form Changes L Gravel alteration may affect species due to its use of coarse
sand. (1) Uses cobble and coarser substrate for spawning.

Water Quality MH See warning for human consumption. Se, Hg, pesticides,
PCBs are a concern in tissues. Problems with ag and urban
runoff risk in the Delta and bay. Benthic feeders.
Data gap-regarding effects on spawning

Water Temperature L Not an issue for this species.

Undesirable Species InteractionsL Linked with water quality and clam abundance. Triggered
by water quality issues. New clam concentrate Se. Not as
sensitive to introduced species (2).

Adverse Fish and Wildlife MH Production information based on old fish which are no
Harvest Impacts longer around, younger fish are more abundant and are not

as productive. Poaching in S J/Sac.

Land use L Linked to water quality issues.

Artificial Propagation of Fish L Currently the wild and aquaculture populations are
and Assoc. Pop. Mgmt. separate, and no interactions between these populations are

anticipated in the future.

Human Disturbance N/A

Wildfire N/A

(1) Assume this refers to spawning habitat. Do we really think we can justify this statement? Has the
amount or location of coarse sand changed to some quantified degree?

(2) Is the issue here bioaccumulation of toxic elements or an alternative prey source? Are the clams
displacing some Other prey species. There is a large unknown element here. Do we feel we know
enough to rank it as a low?

I --0001 52
1-000152



SECONDARY SPECIES: MIGRATORY BIRDS

STRESSORS SCORE COMMENTS

Alteration of Flows H Tied to amount of wetted areas. Have altered
natural hydrology which is needed for successful
floodplain restoration.

Floodplain and Marshplain Changes H95% loss of wetlands, loss of riparian areas.

Channel Form Changes H Need river meander process, to create riparian
habitat and backwaters habitat.

Water Quality M/H Se, mercury, pesticides, PCBs a concern in tissue.
Problems from ag and urban runoff. Need to look
at specific species. Generally a greater problem in
S.J. River valley and Bay

Water Temperature N/A

Undesirable Species Interactions L Nest predation by red fox, cowbird (Nesting),
specific to certain species and certain regions.

Adverse Fish and Wildlife Harvest L Migratory bird poaching/illegal hunting (??)
Impacts

Land use H Riparian cleared for AG, urbanization. Habitat
fragmentation. Impacts neotropieals because of ag
clearing of riparian areas.

Artificial Propagation of Fish NiA

Human Disturbance L Recreational activity in delta. Maybe a concern for
certain species-Swainson Hawks.

Wildfire L Loss of riparian concern in some areas.
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SECONDARY SPECIES: STRIPED BASS

STRESSORS RANK COMMENTS

Alteration of Flows H Needs flow to spawn, entrainment issues, potential larval
transport i.ssues. Delta outflow enhances production.

Floodplain and Marshplain ML Use wetlands and marshes in estuary as rearing areas.
Changes

Channel Form Changes L Adults are more open water users--similar to longfin
smelt. Not dependent on channel form as habitat.

Water Quality H Definitive evidence of effects of toxics, copper loading.
Shows impacts on tissue for Hg, PCBs, pesticides. This is
a high concern, but no evidence for population effects.
Pesticides in Delta and upstream are a risk to larvae and
juveniles.

Water Temperature L No evidence of problem.

Undesirable Species Interactions M Food chain effects.

Adverse Fish and Wildlife H Poaching and sport fishing. Based on tag returns, sport
Harvest Impacts fishing only takes about 10-20% annually. This is not

believed to be excessive.

Land use L Related to water quality.

Artificial Propagation of Fish N/A Not of concern. Not a genetics issue, since the species is
and Assoc. Pop. Mgmt. introduced.

Human Disturbance L No evidence of a problem.

Wildfire N/A

Comment-- Why do striped bass eggs/larvae need transport flow to the Delta when there is no
recognition of a similar need for American shad that have a similar behavior (broadcast spawners in
mainstem and tributaries) but spawn later than striped bass and still rear (successfully?) in the Delta?

~11~~ CALFED PSP May 1998
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SECONDARY SPECIES: AMERICAN SHAD (CVPIA)

STRESSORS RANK COMMENTS
Alteration of Flows Attraction flow into spawning areas, entrainment in

H diversions is a concern in all areas.
Floodplain and Marshplain Changes L     Do not use floodplain or marshplain.

Channel Form Changes ML Like shallows for rearing.

Water Quality ML Duration of exposure is high for juveniles rearing in
Delta, but the relationship of rearing success to
water quality is unknown. Pesticides and unknown
toxicity in Delta and tributaries are a low risk to d/s
migrants and rearing, since this species quickly
moves out of the system.

Water Temperature L Not a problem with this species.

Undesirable Species Interactions L None known.

Adverse Fish and Wildlife Harvest L Angling does not appear to be a population level
Impacts impact, but local harvest can be very high. Subject

to harvest for a relatively short phase of life history.

Land use L Related to water quality.

Artificial Propagation of Fish N/A
and Assoc. Pop. Mgmt.

Human Disturbance L No evidence of a problem.

Wildfire N/A

~z~ffJ~ PSP May ! 998
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SECONDARY SPECIES:SACRAMENTO FALL-RUN (CVPIA)

;TRESSORS RANK COMMENTS

Same stressors as other salmon--entrainment and
Alteration of Flows H migration barriers.

Floodplain and Marshplain ChangesH Benefits to instream habitat and large woody debris.

Channel Form Changes H Concerns with gravel, meander, shallow water
habitat changes. Shallow water rearing, uses
riparian habitat.

Water Quality M Iron Mountain Mine a concern, but also uses more
than just mainstem so impact not as significant.
Pesticides and unknown toxicity in Delta and lower
portion of tributaries are a risk to d/s migrants.

Water Temperature H Problem in early fall for adults and egg-to-larval life
stages, and also juveniles migrating downstream in
late spring.

Undesirable Species Interactions L Not an issue.

Adverse Fish and Wildlife Harw,~st M/H Problems with hatchery production of other species-
Impacts -high hatchery production leads to high harvest of

fall-run.

Land use M Also uses same as Spring-run and steelhead.

Artificial Propagation of Fish H Straying impacts on naturally producing
populations.

Human Disturbance L Instream disturbance. Some concern in certain
watersheds.

Wildfire L Some concern in certain watersheds.
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Attachment D
Terms and Conditions for State (CALFED) Funds

This section provides contract terms and conditions applicable to contracts issued in this budget
category/topic. The specific terms and conditions may vary, depending on the applicant category (State
entities, Federal and other public entities, .non-profit organizations, and private entities), and the type of
project (Public Works/Construction or Services), as identified in Table D-1.

Specific documents that should be submitted with the proposal are shown in Table D-1.

The general terms and conditions which will apply to Category III contracts funded with Proposition 204
funding are provided below.

In addition to these general terms and conditions, specific additional standard clauses will be applicable
depending on the type of project and applicant category. Table D-I provides a summary of those standard
clauses for different types of projects and different applicant categories. Those standard clauses are provided
at the end of this attachment.

1. Term of Contract: The term of the agreement will be dependent on the project and may range
from 1 to 3 years. The agreement shall not become effective until fully executed by the parties and
approved by CALFED.

2. Payment Schedule: No funds will be disbursed by State or NFWF to Contractor without 1) an
executed copy of the Contract, (2) receipt of an original invoice with supporting documentation, and
(3) receipt and satisfactory completion of deliverables and/or phases of work as set forth in the
agreement, including quarterly financial and programmatic reports. Payments shall be in arrears on a
monthly basis or after completion of agreed-upon project phases.

3. Budget Variances: Variances which exceed ten percent of a project task’s approved budgeted
amount should have approval in advance, with written explanations of programmatic changes to cover
such variances and to remain within the maximum contract amount.

4. Subcontracts: Contractors are responsible for all subcontracted work. Subcontract terms and
conditions ,should include all applicable contract terms and conditions as presented herein.
Subcontractor agreements require approval by the State or NFWF, unless the subcontract is already a
part of the contract agreement. Any amendments to subcontract should be approved by the State or
NFWF. In obtaining subcontracts, contractor should obtain at least 3 competitive bids, or comply
with the provisions of GovermT~ent Code 4525 et seq., as applicable, or provide written justification
for non-compliance with these requirements.
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5. Substitution: Should the State or NFWF be dissatisfied with the work of subcontractors or
employees of the contractor, the State or NFWF may require the contractor to substitute different
qualified subcontractors or employees. The State or NFWF must approve such substitutions in
advance of providing applicable services.

6. Conflict of Interest: Contractor shall comply with all applicable State laws and rules pertaining to
conflict of interest, including but not limited to Government Code 1090 and Public Contract Code
10410 and 1041 I.

7. Standard of Professionalism: Contractor shall conduct all work consistent with the professional
standards for the industry and type of work being performed under the contract.

8. Rights in Data: All data and information obtained and/or received under contract shall be in the
public domain. Contractor shall have the right to disclose, disseminate and use, in whole or part, any
final form data and information received, collected and developed under this agreement, subject to
inclusion of appropriate acknowledgment of credit to the State or NFWF, CALFED, and all cost
sharing partners for their financial support. Use of draft data requires pre-approval by State or NFWF
and CALFED. Contractor shall not sell or grant rights to a third party who intends to sell such
product as a profit-making venture.

9. Indemnification: The Corttractor agrees to indemnify, defend and save harmless the State or
NFWF, CALFED Agencies, the Resources Agency, or Department of Water Resources, its officers,
agents and employees from any and all claims and losses accruing or resulting to any or all
contractors, subcontractors, material persons, laborers, and any other person, firm or corporation
furnishing or supplying work services, materials or supplies in connection with the performance of
this contract, and from any and all claims and losses accruing or resulting to any person, firm or
corporation who may be injured or damaged by the Contractor in the performance of this contract.

10. Independent Status: The Contractor, and the officers, agents and employees of Contractor, in the
performance of the contract, shall act in an independent capacity and not as officers or employees or
agents of the State of California, NFWF, CALFED Agencies, the Resources Agency, or Department
of Water Resources.

11. Termination Clause: The State or NFWF may terminate this agreement and be relieved of the’
payment of any consideration to Contractor should Contractor fail to perform the covenants herein
contained at the time and in the manner herein provided. In the event of such termination the State or
NFWF may proceed with the,, work in any manner deemed proper by the State. The cost to the State
shall be deducted from any sum due the Contractor under this agreement, and the balance, if any shall
be paid the Contractor upon demand.

12. Assignment: Without the written consent of the State, this agreement is not assignable by
Contractor either in whole or in part.

~g~T~ PSP May 1998
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13. Integration Clause: No alteration or variation of the terms of this contract shall be valid unless
made in writing and signed by the parties hereto, and no oral understanding or agreement not
incorporated herein, shall be binding on any of the parties hereto. This contract may be amended
upon mutual written agreement of the parties and approved by State or NFWF and CALFED.

14. Consideration: The consideration to be paid Contractor as provided herein, shall be in
compensation for all of the Contractor’s expenses incurred in the performance hereof, including travel
and per diem, unless otherwise expressly so provided.

15. Severability: If any provision of this contract is held invalid or unenforceable by any court of
final jurisdiction, it is the intent of the parties that all other provisions of this contract be construed to
remain fully valid, enforceable, and binding on the parties.
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Table D-l: Standard Contract Clauses and Related Proposal Submittal Requirements

Standard Clauses and
Proposal Requirements Services/Consulting/Preconstruction/
(see Note 1) Research Public Works/Construction

Item
(Note Non- Non-
2) Agency* Public* profit Private Agency* Public* profit Private

1 Public Entities FC FC

2 Service and Consultant with FC FC FC FC
Non Public Entity

3 Interagency FC FC

4 Public Works FC FC FC

5 Insurance Requirements FC FC FC

6 Bidders Bond or other Security P P
(if contract value > $107,000)
see Note 3

7 Non-Discrimination Compliance P P P P P P

8 Certificate of Insurance FC FC FC

9 Payment Bond FC FC FC

10 Non Collusion P P P

11 Small Business Preference P P

n/a Proof of Contractor’s License P P

Note 1 : All contract terms apply to any subcontracts made by contractor.
Note 2: Item numbering refers to the copies of the documents as attached following this
table.
Note 3: Types of security include cashiers check, cash, certified check or bidder’s bond in
an amount equal to 10 percent of the amount of the proposal.

* Agency: State of California agencies, including State (California) Universities.
Public: Federal agencies and other public entities, such as city, county, other local
government entities, resource conservation districts, and out-of-state public universities.
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ITEM 1

Agreement No.

Exhibit
,STANDARD CLAUSES .-
CONTRACTS WITH PUBLIC ENTITLES

Workers’ Compensation Clause. Contractor a~rms that it is aware of the provisions of Section 3700 of the California Labor Code
which require every employer to be insured against liability for workers’ compensation or to undertake self-insurance in accordance
with the provisions of that Code, and Contractor affirms that it will comply with such provisions before commencing the performance of
the work under this contract.

Claims Dispute Clause. Any claim that Contractor may have regarding the performance of this agreement including, but not limited to,
claims for additional compensation or extension of time, shall be submitted to the Executive Director, CALFED Bay-Delta Program or
its designee within thirty days of its accrual, State, NFWF and Contractor shall then attempt to negotiate a resolution of such claim and
process an amendment to this agreement to implement the terms of any such resolution.

Nondiscrimination Clause. During the performance of this contract, the recipient, contractor and its subcontractors shall not deny the
contract’s benefits to any person on the basis of religion, color, ethnic group identification, sex, age, physical or mental disability, nor
shall they discriminate unlawfully against any employee or applicant for employment because of race, religion, color, national origin,
ancestry, physical handicap, mental disability, medical condition, marital status, age (over 40), or sex. Contractor shall insure that the
evaluation and treatment of employees and applicants for employment are free of such discrimination. Contractor shall comply with the
provisions of the Fair Employment and Housing Act (Government Code Section 12900 et seq.), the regulations promulgated
thereunder (California Administrative Code, Title 2, Sections 7285.0 et seq.), the provisions of Article 9.5, Chapter 1, Part 1, Division 3,
Title 2 of the Government Code (Government Code Sections 11135 - 11139.5), and the regulations or standards adopted by the
awarding State agency to implement such article Contractor or recipient shall permit access by representatives of the Department of
Fair Employment and Housing and the awarding State agency upon reasonable notice at any time during the normal business hours,
but in no case less than 24 hours notice, to such of its books, records, accounts, other sources of information and its facilities as said
Department or Agency shall require to ascertain compliance with this clause. Recipient, contractor and its subcontractors shall give
written notice of their obligations under this clause to labor organizations with which they have a collective bargaining or other
agreement. The Contractor shall include the nondiscrimination and compliance provisions of this clause in all subcontracts to perform
work under the contract.

Availability of Funds. Work to be performed under this contract is subject to availability of Category III funds and through the State’s
normal budget process.

Audit Clause. The contracting parties shall be subject to the examination and audit of the Auditor General for a period of three years
after final payment under the contract. (Government Code Section 10532).

Reimbursement Clause. If applicable, travel and per diem expenses to be reimbursed under this contract shall be at the same rates
the State provides for unrepresented employees in accordance with the provisions of Title 2, Chapter 3, of the California Code of
Regulations. Contractor’s designated headquarters for the purpose of computing such expenses shall be:
Drug-Free Workplace Certification. By signing this contract, the contractor or grantee hereby certifies under penalty of perjury under
the laws of the State of California that the contractor or grantee will comply with the requirements of the Drug-Free Workplace Act of
1990 (Government Code Section 8350 et seq.) and will provide a drug-free workplace by taking the following actions:

1. Publish a statement notifying employees that unlawful manufacture, distribution, dispensation, possession, or use of a
controlled substance is prohibited and specifying actions to be taken against employees for violations, as required by
Government Code Section 8350(a).

2. Establish a Drug-Free Awareness Program as required by Government Code Section 8355(b), to inform employees about
all of the following:

(a) The dangers of drug abuse in the workplace,
(b) The person’s or organization’s policy of maintaining a drug-free workplace,
(c) Any available counseling, rehabilitation and employee assistance programs, and
(d) Penalties that may be imposed upon employees for drug abuse violations.

3. Provide, as required by Government Code Section 8355(c), that every employee who works on the proposed contract:
(a) Will receive a copy of the company’s drug-free policy statement, and
(b) Will agree to abide by the terms of the company’s statement as a condition of employment on the contract.

Failure to comply with these requirements may result in suspension of payments under the contract or termination of the contract or
both and the contractor or grantee may be ineligible for award of any future state contracts if the department determines that any. of the
following has occurred: (1) the contractor or grantee has made false certification, or (2) violates the certification by failing to carry out
the requirements as noted above.
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ITEM 2 (1 of 2)

Agreement No.

Exhibit

STANDARD CLAUSES-- SERVICE & CONSULTANT SERVICE CONTRACTS FOR $5,000 & OVER WITH NONPUBLIC ENTITIES

Workers’ Compensation Clause. Contractor affirms that it is aware of the provisions of Section 3700 of the California Labor Code
which require every employer to be insured against liability for workers’ compensation or to undertake self insurance in accordance
with the provisions of that Code, and Contractor affirms that it will comply with such provisions before commencing the performance of
the work under this contract.
Claims Dispute Clause. Any claim that Contractor may have regarding the performance of this agreement including, but not limited to,
claims for additional compensation or extension of time, shall be submitted to the Director, Department of Water Resources, within
thirty days of its accrual. State and Contractor shall then attempt to negotiate a resolution of such claim and process an amendment to
this agreement to implement the terms of any such resolution.

National Labor Relations Board Clause. In accordance with Public Contract Code Section 10296, Contractor declares under penalty
of perjury that no more than one final, unappealable finding of contempt of court by a federal court has been issued against the
Contractor within the immediately preceding two-year period because of Contractor’s failure to comply with an order of a federal court
which orders Contractor to comply with an order of the National Labor Relations Board.

Nondiscrimination Clause. During the performance of this contract, the recipient, contractor and its subcontractors shall not deny the
contract’s benefits to any person on the basis of religion, color, ethnic group identification, sex, age, physical or mental disability, nor
shall they discriminate unlawfully against any employee or applicant for employment because of race, religion, color, national origin,
ancestry, physical handicap, mental disability, medical condition, madtal status, age (over 40), or sex. Contractor shall insure that the
evaluation and treatment of employees and applicants for employment are free of such discrimination. Contractor shall comply with the
provisions of the Fair Employment and Housing Act (Government Code Section 12900 et seq.), the regulations promulgated
thereunder (California Administrative Code, Title 2, Sections 7285.0 et seq.), the provisions of Article 9.5, Chapter 1, Part 1, Division 3,
Title 2 of the Government Code (Government Code Sections 11135 - 11139.5), and the regulations or standards adopted by the
awarding State agency to implement such article. Contractor or recipient shall permit access by representatives of the Department of
Fair Employment and Housing and the Awarding State agency upon reasonable notice at any time during the normal business hours,
but in no case less than 24 hours notice, to such of its books, records, accounts, other sources of information and its facilities as said
Department or Agency shall require to ascertain compliance with this clause. Recipient, contractor and its subcontractors shall give
written notice of their obligations under this clause to labor organizations with which they have a collective bargaining or other
agreement. The Contractor shall include the nondiscrimination and compliance provisions of this clause in all subcontracts to perform
work under the contract.

Statement of Compliance. The contractor’s signature affixed hereon and dated shall constitute a certification under penalty of perjury
under the laws of the State of California that the Contractor has, unless exempted, complied with the nondiscrimination program
requirements of Government Code Section 12’990 and Title 2, California Code of Regulations, Section 8103.

Performance Evaluation. Contractor’s perfomnance under this contract will be evaluated after completion. The evaluation will be filed
with the Department of General Services.

Availability of Funds. Work to be performed under this contract is subject to availability of funds through the State’s normal budget
process.

Audit Clause. The contracting parties shall be subject to the examination and audit of the Auditor General for a period of three years
after final payment under the contract. (Government Code Section 10532).

Reimbursement Clause. If applicable, travel .and per diem expenses to be reimbursed under this contract shall be at the same rates
the State provides for unrepresented employees in accordance with the provisions of Title 2, Chapter 3, of the California Code of
Regulations. Contractor’s designated headquarters for the purpose of computing such expenses shall be:
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ITEM 2 (2 of 2)

¯ Drug-Free Workplace Certification. By signing this contract, the contractor or grantee hereby certifies under penalty of perjury under
the laws of the State of California that the contractor or grantee will comply with the requirements of the Drug-Free Workplace Act of
1990 (Government Code Section 8350 et seq.) and will provide a drug free workplace by taking the following actions:

1. Publish a statement notifying empl¢,yees that unlawful manufacture, distribution, dispensation, possession, or use of a
controlled substance is prohibited and specifying actions to be taken against employees for violations, as required by
Government Code Section 8355(a).

2. Establish a Drug-Free Awareness Program as required by Government Code Section 8355(b), to inform employees of all of
the following:

(a) The dangers of drug abuse in the workplace,
(b) The person’s or organization’s policy of maintaining a drug-free workplace,
(c) Any available counseling, rehabilitation and employee assistance programs, and
(d) Penalties that may be imposed upon employees for drug abuse violations.

3. Provide, as required by Government Code Section 8355(c), that every employee who works on the proposed contract or
grant:

(a) Will receive a copy of the company’s drug-free policy statement, and
(b) Will agree to abide by the terms of the company’s statement as a condition of employment on the contract or

¯grant.

Failure to comply with these requirements may result in suspension of payments under the contract or termination of the contract or
both and the contractor or grantee may be ineligible for award of any future contracts if the department determines that any of the
following has occurred: (1) the contractor or grantee has made false certification, or (2) violates the certification by failing to carry out
the requirements as noted above.

Priority Hiring Considerations. For contracts in excess of $200,000, the contractor shall give priority consideration in filling
vacancies in positions funded by the contract to qualified recipients of aid under Welfare and Institutions Code Section 11200. (Public
Contract Code Section 10353).
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ITEM 3

Agreement No.

Exhibit

STANDARD CLAUSES -
INTERAGENCY AGREEMENTS

Audit Clause. For contracts in excess of $10,000, the contracting parties shall be subject to the examination and audit of
the State Auditor for a period of three years after final payment under the contract. (Government Code Section 8546.7).

Availability of Funds. Work to be performed under this contract is subject to availability of Category III funds through the
State’s normal budget process.

Interagency Payment Clause. For services provided under this agreement, charges will be computed in accordance with
State Administrative Manual Section 8752.

Termination Clause. Either State agency may terminate this contract upon 30 days advance written notice. The State
agency providing the services shall be reimbursed for all reasonable expenses incurred up to the date of termination.
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ITEM 4 (1 of 2)

Agreement No.

Exhibit
STANDARD CLAUSES-
GENERAL CONDITIONS FOR PUBLIC WORKS CONTRACTS

LICENSE. No bidder may bid on work for which it is not properly licensed by the Contractor’s State License Board. Joint
Venture bidders must possess a Joint Venture License. Bidders for this Agreement must have classification(s) of
contractor’s license, provide license number and expiration date and certify under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is
true and correct.

SUBCONTRACTORS. (See Public Contract Code Section 4104.) The bidder shall set forth in its bid: The name and
business address of each subcontractor who will perform work or labor or render services in an amount in excess of one
half of one percent (.5%) of the General Contractor’s total bid; and The portion of work to be done by each subcontractor.
(See Public Contract Code Section 4104.)

PAYMENT BOND. The Contractor shall furnish, concurrently with signing the contract, a Payment Bond to Accompany
Construction Contract, Standard Form 807, in an amount not less than fifty percent (50%) of the amount of the contract
when its bid exceeds $5000. Such bond shall be executed by the Contractor and a corporate surety approved by the
State.

NOTICE. Failure to obtain a payment bond upon presentation of contract for contractor signature shall cause the State to
reject the bid.

WORKERS’ COMPENSATION INSURANCE CERTIFICATION. Upon execution of the contract, the Contractor shall
provide the State either with a certificate of insurance issued by an insurance carrier licensed to write workers’
compensation insurance in the State of California, including the name of the carrier and date of expiration of the insurance,
or a certificate of consent to self insure issued by the Director of the Department of Industrial Relations.

PREVAILING WAGE. It is hereby mutually agreed that the Contractor shall forfeit to the State a penalty of $50 for each
calendar day, or portion thereof, for each worker paid by it, or subcontractor under it, less than the prevailing wage so
stipulated. In addition the Contractor further agrees to pay to each worker the difference between the actual amount paid
for each calendar day, or portion thereof, and the stipulated prevailing wage rate for the same. This provision shall not
apply to properly registered apprentices.

MAXIMUM HOURS. It is further agreed that the maximum hours a worker is to be employed without overtime pay is
limited to 8 hours a day and 40 hours a week and the Contractor shall forfeit, as a penalty to the State, $25 for each
worker employed in the execution of the cc)ntract for each calendar day during which a worker is required or permitted to
labor more than 8 hours in any calendar day or more than 40 hours in any calendar week in violation of Labor Code
Sections 1810-1815, inclusive.

TRAVEL AND SUBSISTENCE PAYMENTS. Travel and subsistence payments shall be paid to each worker needed to
execute the work, as such travel and subsistence payments are defined in the applicable collective bargaining agreements
filed in accordance with Labor Code Section 1773.8.

APPRENTICES. Properly registered apprentices may be employed in the prosecution of the work. Every such apprentice
shall be paid the standard wage paid to apprentices under the regulations of the craft or trade at which he or she is
employed, and shall be employed only at the work of the craft or trade to which he or she is registered. The Contractor
and each subcontractor must comply with the requirements of Labor Code Section 1777.5 and any related regulations
regarding the employment of registered apprentices.

SUBSTITUTIONS. Pursuant to Section 34.00 of the Public Contract Code, should the Contractor seek to substitute a
brand of materials other than specified, the Contractor shall submit data substantiating the request for substitution of "an
equal" item. The substantiating data must be presented for approval within thirty-five (35) days after the award of the
agreement. The State (NFWF) shall be the sole judge as to the comparative quality and suitability of"an equal" item.
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ITEM 4 (2 of 2)

ANTI-TRUST CLAIMS. The Contractor offers and agrees and will require all of his subcontractors and suppliers to agree
to assign to the awarding body all rights, title, and interest in and to all causes of action they may have under Section 4 of
the Clayton Act (15 U. S.C. Sec. 15) or under the Cartwright Act [Chapter 2 (commencing with Sec. 165700) of Part 2 of
Division 7 of the Business and Professions Code], arising from purchases of goods, services, or materials, PUrsuant to the
public works contract or the subcontract. "l’he assignment made by the Contractor and all additional assignments made by

¯ the subcontractors and suppliers shall be deemed to have been made and will become effective at the time the awarding
body tenders final payment to the Contractor, without further acknowledgment or the necessity of tendering to the
awarding body any written assignments.

If an awarding body receives, either through judgment or settlement, a monetary recovery for a cause of action assigned
under Government Code Sections 4550-4554, the assignor shall be entitled to receive reimbursement for actual legal
costs incurred and may, upon demand, recover from the public body any portion of the recovery, including treble damages,
attributable to overcharges that were paid by the assignor but were not paid by the public body as part of the bid price, less
the expenses incurred in obtaining that poltion of the recovery.

Upon demand in writing by the assignor, the assignee shall, within one year from such demand, reassign the cause of
action assigned under Government Code Sections 4550-4554, if the assignor has been or may have been injured by the
violation of law for which the cause of action arose and (a) the assignee has not been injured thereby, or (b) the assignee
declines to file a court action for the cause of action.

PROGRESS PAYMENTS

a. Ten percent of any progress payments that may be provided for under this contract shall be withheld pending
satisfactory completion of all services under the contract. The Contractor may substitute securities for such
retentions and receive any interest accrued provided in Section 22300 of the Public Contract Code.

b. No progress payments shall be made unless the Contractor, upon execution of the contract, furnishes a faithful
performance bond for not less than one-half the total amount payable under the contract.

PAYROLL RECORDS. The Contractor and each subcontractor shall comply with Labor Code Section 1776 regarding
payroll records.

NONCOLLUSION AFFIDAVIT. All bidders shall submit with their bids a signed and notarized Noncollusion Affidavit.

LABOR CODE PROVISIONS. Pursuant to Sections 1770 et seq. of the California Labor Code, the Director of the State
Departrnent of Industrial Relations has made the general prevailing wage determination covering the locality where work
for this contract is to be perforrned. A copy of the publication General Prevailing Wage Rates is on file for inspection at the
State Department of Water Resources, Contract Services Offlce, 1416 Ninth Street, Sacramento, CA.
The Contractor agrees to post a copy of the General Prcvailing Wage Determination for the locality of each job site. The
Contractor also agrees to comply with all requirements of the California Labor Code and to pay the forfeiture penalties and
monies which may become due as provided in Sections 1775 and 1813 of that Code.

UNDOCUMENTED ALIENS. No bidder or Contractor shall be eligible to bid for or receive a public works or purchase
contract, who has, in the preceding five years, been convicted of violating a State or federal law respecting the
employment of undocumented aliens.
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ITEM 5

Agreement No

Exhibit

STANDARD CLAUSES -
INSURANCE REQUIREMENTS

Contractor shall furnish to the State (NFWF) a certificate of insurance stating that there is liability insurance presently in
effect for the contractor of not less than SI,000,000 per occurrence for bodily injury and property damage liability
combined.

The certificate of insurance must include the following provisions:

I. The insurer will not cancel the insured’s coverage without 30 days’ prior written notice to the State.

2. The State of California (NFWF), its officers, agents, employees, and servants are included as additional insured,
but only insofar as the operations under this contract are concerned.

Contractor agrees that the bodily injury liability insurance herein provided for shall be in effect at all times during the term
of this contract. In the event said insurance coverage expires at any time or times during the time of this contract,
contractor agrees to provide at least thirty (30) days prior to said expiration date, a new certificate of insurance evidencing
insurance coverage as provided for herein for not less than the remainder of the term of the contract, or for a period of not
less than one (I) year. New certificates of insurance are subject to the approval of the Department of General Services and
contractor agrees that no work or services shall be performed prior to the giving of such approval. In the event contractor
fails to keep in effect at all times insurance coverage as herein provided, State (NFWF) may, in addition to any other
remedies it may have, terminate this contract upon the occurrence of such event.
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ITEM 6

BIDDER’S BOND

We

, as PRINCIPAL, and

as SURETY, are held and firmly bound unto the State of California in the penal sum of TEN PERCENT
(10%) OF THE TOTAL .AMOUNT OF THE BID of the Principal above named submitted by said Principal to
the State of California, acting by and through the Resources Agency, for the work described below, for the
payment of which sum in lawful money of the United States, well and truly to be made, to the Secretary of
the Resources Agency to which said bid was submitted, we bind ourselves, our heirs, executors,
administrators and successors, jointly and severally, firmly by these presents.

In no case shall the liability of the surety here under exceed the sum of $.

THE CONDITION OF THIS OBLIGATION IS SUCH,
That whereas the Principal has submitted the above-mentioned bid to the State of California, as

aforesaid, for certain construction specifically described for

(copy here The exact description of work, including location, as it appears on the proposal)

NOW, THEREFORE, If the aforesaid Principal is awarded the contract and, within the time and manner
required under the apecifications, after the prescribed forms are presented to him for signature, enters into
a written contract, in the prescribed form, in accordance with the bid, and files two bonds with the
Department, one to guarantee faitl~ful performance and the other to guarantee payment for labor materials,
as required by law, then this obligation shall be null and void; othe.~.~ise, it shall be and remain in full force
and virtue.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, We have hereunto set our hands and seals on this
day of

(Seal)

(Seal)

(Seal)
Principal

(Seal)

(Seal)

(Seal)
Surety

(Seal)

Address

NOTE: Signatures of those executing for the surety must be properly acknowledged.
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~" ITEM 7
NONDISCRIMINATION COMPLIANCE STA’I’~.MENT

NAME

The company named above (hereinafter referred to as "prospective contractor") hereby certifies, unless
sFecifically exempted, compliance with Government Code Section 12990 (a-f) and Califomla Code of

Regulations, Title 2, Division 4, Chapter 5 in matters relating to reporting requirements and the
deve!opment, implementation and maintenance of a Nondiscrimination Program. Prospective contractor
agrees not to unlawfully discriminate, harass or allow harassment against any employee or applicant for
employment because of sex, race, color, ancestry, religious creed, national origin, disability (including
HrV and AIDS), medical condition (cancer), age, marital status, denial of family and medical care leave

and denial of pregnancy disability leave.

CERTIFICATION

I, the official named below, hereby swear that I am duly authorized to legally bind the prospective
contractor to the above described certification. I am fully aware that this certification, executed on the
date and in the county below, is made under penaIty of perjury under the laws of the State of CaIifornia.
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ITEM 8 (I 0~ 2)

CERTIFICATE OF ~NSURANCE
f~.~ ~.," ~o v,’rt~fv that thv ;’ollowing described policy or policies have been ~ssued to the ~nsf~rcds ,amed beto,’.

Bidd,,r: and The .’~tate
and all of,qcers and
empioyees thereof

With respect to the work pertbrmed under Contract ~# , Specification

for

to

[0

to

.[t is further certified that:

The policy(ies) become(s) effective not later than the time of commencement of work under the aforementioned
Contract.

The policy(ies) name(s), as additional insured with the bidder, the State and all officers and employees of the State.

The minimum limits of coverage of the aforementioned insureds are as follows:

Combined Single Li;nit ................................ $
{each occurrence)

*Workers Compensation not applicable on this form.
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ITEM 8 (2 of 2)
Under the terms of the p~Hcy~ ies):

a. The insurer, s) ~hal! not. cancel or modi~ the policy~ies~ ~thout 30 days’ prior ~t~n nonce to the D~r~tor
of the Dep~ment of Water Resou~es.

b. ~c State is not res~nsible for any p~ums or assessmen~ on the ~licy~ies).

Dated:
Insurers Author}zeal Representative ,Signature)

Insurer or Insurance ,.)rzan~za~ion

Address

Phone No.

B) Dated:
Insurers Authorized Representative ,Signature)

Insurer or Insurance Organization

Address

Phone No.

Dated:
Insurers Authorized Representative ISignature~

Insurer or Insurance Organization

Address

Phone No.

D) Dated:
Insurers Authorized Representative ISignature)

Insurer or Insurance Organization

Address

Phone No.

*MUst b~ California.admitted insure~ or qualified non-admitted insurer as defined in California Insurance Code.
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ITEM 9

PA1,Tt’IENT BOND TO ACCOMPANY CONSTRUCTION CONTRACT
(CIVU.. CODE SECTION 3247)

BOND NO.

The premmm on this bond is for the term

Know All Men By These Presents:

That The State of Califorma, acting by and through the

has awarded to whose address is
~ CONTIL-kCTOR / PRLNC[PLE)

as Principle, a contract for the work described as follows:

WHEREAS, The provisions of Civil Code Section 3247 require that the Principle file a bond in connection with said contract and this bond
is executed and tendered in accordance therewith.

NOW THEREFORE, Principle and , a corporation organized

under the laws of                                               ~SURET~ , and authorized to transact a general surety business
in the State of Califormia~ as Surety, are held and firmly bound to the People of the State of California in the penal sum of

( ), for which payment

we bind ourselves, our heirs, executors, administrators, successors and assigns joindy and severally, firmly by these presents.

THE CONDITION OF THIS OBLIGATION IS SUCH,

1. That if said Principle or its subcontractors shall fai’L to pay any of the persons named in Civil Code Section 3181, or
amounts due under the Unemployment Insurance Code with respect to work or labor performed under the contract, or for any
amounts required to be deducted, withheld, and paid over to the Employment Development Department from the wages of
employees of the Principle and subcontractors pursuant to Section 13020 of the Unemployment Insurance Code, with respect
to such work and labor, that the Surety herein will pay for the same, otherwise this obligation is to be void. In case suit is
brought upon this bond, the Surety will pay a reasonable attorney’s fee to be fixed by the court.

2. This bond shall insure to the benefit of any persons named in Civil Code Section 3181 as to give a right of action to
such persons or their assigns in any suit brought upon this bond.

3. The ag~egate liability of the Surety hereunder, including costs and attorney fees, on all claims whatsoever shall not
exceed the penal sum of the bond in accordance with the provisions of Section 996.470(a) of the Code of Civil Procedure.

4. This bond is executed by the Surety, to comply with the provisions of Chapter 7, Title 15, Part 4, Division 3 of the Civil
Code and of Chapter 2, Title 14, Part 2 of the Code of Civil Procedure and said bond shall be subject to all of the terms and
provisions thereof.

5. This bond may be cancelled by the Surety in accordance with the provisions of Section 996.310 et seq. of the Code of
Civil Procedure.

6. This bond to become effective

(NAME OF SURETY) (ADDRESS)

I certify (or declare) under penalty of perjury that I have executed the foregoing bond under an unrevoked power of attorney.
Executed in                                            on

(CITY AND STATE) (DATE)

under the laws of the State of California.

(SIGNATURE OF ATrORNEY IN FAC’I’)

(PRINTED OR TYPED NAME OF ATTORNEY IN FACT)
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ITEM I0

Agreement No.

Exhibit
NONCOLLUSION AFFIDAVIT TO BE EXECUTED BY
BIDDER AND SUBMITTED WITH BID FOR PUBLIC WORKS

STATE OF CALIFORNIA

)ss
COUNTY OF )

, being first duly sworn, deposes and
(name)

says that he or she is                                                         of
(position title)

(the bidder)

the party making the foregoing bid that the bid is not made in the interest of. or on
behalf of, any undisclosed person, partnership, company, association, organization,
or corporation; that the bid is genuine and not collusive or sham; that the bidder
has not directly or indirectly induced or solicited any other bidder to put in a false
sham bid, and has not directly or indirectly colluded, conspired, connived, or agreed
with any bidder or anyone else to put in a sham bid, or that anyone shall refrain from
bidding; that the bidder has not. in any manner, directly or indirectly, sought by
agreement, communication, or conference with anyone to fix the bid price of the
bidder or any other bidder, or to fix any overhead, profit,or cost element of the bid
price, or of that of any other bidder, or to secure any advantage against the public
body awarding the contract of anyone interested in the proposed contract; that all
statements contained in the bid are true; and, further, that the bidder has not,
directly or indirectly, submitted his or her bid price or any breakdown thereof, or the
contents thereof, or divulged information or data relative thereto, or paid, and will
not pay, any fee to any corporation, partnership, company, association, organization,
bid depository, or to any member or agent thereof to effectuate a collusive or
sham bid.

DATED:                           By
(person signing for bidder)

Subscribed and sworn to before me on

(Notary Public)
(Notarial Seal)
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Terms and Conditions for Federal (Interior) Funds
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Attachment E
U.S. Department of the Interior

Certifications Regarding Debarment, Suspension and
Other Responsibility Matters, Drug-Free Workplace

Requirements and Lobbying

Persons signing this form should refer to the regulations Certification Regarding Debarment, Suspension, Ineligibility
referenced below for complete instruction.K: and Voluntary Exclusion - Lower Tier Covered Transactions -

(See Appendix B of Subpart D of 43 CFR Part 12.)
Certification Regarding Debarment, Suspension, and Other
Responsibility Matters - Primary Covered Transactions - The Certification Regarding Drug-Free Workplace Requirer~ents -
prospective primary partidpant further agrees by submitting Alternate I. (Grantees Other Than individualsl and Alternate
this proposal that R will include the, clause titled, il. (Grantees Who are Individuals) - (See Appendix C of
"Certification Regard’rag Debarment, Suspe~sion, Ineligib~ty Subpart D of 43 CFR Part 12)
~ Voluntary Exduslon - Lower Tier Coverod Transaction,"
provided by the department er agency ~ntedng into tld= Signature on this form provides for compliance with
covered transaction, without modification, in all lower tier certification requirements under 43 CFR Parts 12 and 18.
covered transactions a~d in all solicitations far lower tier The certifications shall be treated as a material
covered transactions. See below for language to be used or representation of fact upon which reliance will be placed
use this form for certification and sign. (See Appendix A of when the Department of the Interior determines to award

the covered transaction, grant, cooperative agreement orSubpart D of 43 CFR Part 12.}
loan.

~ART A: Certification Regarding Debarment, Suspension, and Other Respo~.sibllity Matters -
Primary Covered Transactions

CHECK_.IF THIS CERTIRCA T/ON IS FOR A PRIMARY COVERED TRANSACTION AND IS APPLICABLE.

(1) The prospective primary participant certifies to the best of its knowledge and belief, that it and its principals:

(a) Are not presently debarred, suspended, proposed for debarment, declared ineligible, or voluntarily excluded by
any Federal department or agency;

(b) Have not within a three-year period preceding this proposal been convicted of or had a civil judgment rendered
against them for commission of fraud or a criminal offense in connection with obtaining, attempting to obtain,
or performing a public (Federal, State or local) transaction or contract under a public transaction; violation of
Federal or State antitrust statutes or commission of embezzlement, theft, forgery, bribery, falsification or
destruction of records, making false statements, or receiving stolen property;

(c) Are not presently indicted for or otherwise criminally or civilly charged by a governmental entity (Federal, State
or local) with commission of any of the offenses enumerated in paragraph (1){b) of this certification; and

(d) Have not within a three-year period preceding this application/proposal had one or more public transactions
(Federal, State or local) terminated for cause or default.

(2} Where the prospective primary participant is unable to certify to any of the statements in this certification, such
prospective participant shall attach an explanation to this proposal.

PART B: Certification Regarding Debarment" Suspension, Ineligibility and Voluntary Exclusion -
Lower Tier Covered Transactions

CHECK.__IF THIS CERTIFICATION IS FOR A LOWER TIER COVERED TRANSACTION AND IS APPLICABLE.

(1) The prospective lower tier participant certifies, by submission of this proposal, that neither it nor its principals is presently
debarred, suspended, proposed for debarment, declared ineligible, or voluntarily excluded from participation in this
transaction by any Federal department or agency.

(2) Where the prospective lower tier parl:icipant is unable to certify to any of the statements in this certification, such
prospective participant shall attach an explanation to this proposal.

D(-2010
Jun4 199~
(This fo*m ~*pl~c4~ I:X-I$630 IX.1964.
D(-IIil, IX*IIII ~ D4-tl43|
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CHE~_...IF THIS CERTIRCA TiON IS FOR AN APFUCANT WHO I,S NOT AN INDIVIDUAL

Alternate I. (Grantees Other Than Ir~dividuals}

A. The grantee certifies that it will o.r continue to provide a drug-free workplace by:

(a} Publishing a statement notifying employees that the unlawful manufacture, distribution, dispensing, possession,
or use of a controlled substance is prohibited in the grantee’s workplace and specifying the actions that will be
taken.against employees for violation of such ixohibition;

(b) Establishing an ongoing drug-free awareness program to inform employees about-
(1) The dangers of drug abuse in the workplace;
(2) The grantee’s policy of maintaining a drug-free workplace;
(3) Any available drug counseling, rehabilitation, and employee assistance programs; and
(4) The penalties that may be imposed upon employees for drug abuse violations occurring in the workplace;

(c) Making it a requirement that each employee to be engaged in the performance of the grant be given a copy of the
statement required by paragraph (a};

(d) Notifying the employee in the statement required by paragraph (a) that, as a condition of employment under the
grant, the employee will -
(1) Abide by the terms of the statement; and
(2) Notify the employer in writing of his or her conviction for a violation of a criminal drug statute

occurring in the workplace no later than t-we calendar days after such conviction;

(e) Notifying the agency in writing, within ten calendar days after receiving notice under subparagraph {d)(2} from
an employee or otherwise receiving actual notice of such conviction. Employers of convicted employees must
provide notice, including position title, to every grant officer on whose grant activity the convicted employee was
working, unless the Federal agency has designated a central point for the receipt of such notices. Notice shall
include the identification numbers(s) of each affected grant;

(f) Taking one of the following actions, within 30 calendar days of receiving notice under subparagraph (d)(2), with
respect to any employee who is so convicted -
(1)          Taking appropriate personnel action against such an employee, up to and including termination,

consistent with the requirements of the Rehabilitation ACt of 1973, as amended; or
(2) Requiring such employee to participate satisfactorily in a drug abuse assistance or rehabilitation

program approved for such purposes by a Federal, State, or local health, law enforcement, or other
appropriate agency;

(g} Making a good faith effort to continue to maintain a drug-free workplace through implementation of paragraphs
(a) (b}, (c), (d}, (e} and (f).                                ,

B. The grantee may insert in the spacP, provided below the site(s for the performance of work done in connection with the
specific grant:

Place of Performance (Street address, city, county, state, Zip code)

Check__if there are workplaces on file that are not identified here.

PART D: Certifi(;ati0n Reqardln.q Druq.Free Workplace Requirements

CHECK__IF THIS CERTIFICATION IS FOR AN APPLICANT WHO IS AN INDIVIDUAL

Alternate II. (Grantees Who Are Individuals)

(a) The grantee certifies that, as a condition of the grant, he or she will not engage in the unlawful manufacture,
distribution, dispensing, possession, or use of a controlled substance in conducting any activity with the grant;

(b) If convicted of a criminal drug offense resulting from a violation occurring during the conduct of any grant activity,
he or she will report the conviction, in writing, within 10 calendar days of the conviction, to the grant officer or
other designee, unless the Federal agency designates a central point for the receipt of such notices. When notice
is made to such a central pclint, it shall include the identification number(s) of each affected grant.

D~-2010
Ju~4 1998
(Thl~ fo~n ~e~-.4e D(-1963. D(-1964.
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PART E: Certification Regerdlng Lobbying
Certification fro’ Contracts, G=rant=, Loer~, and Cooperative Agreement=

CHECK IF CERTIFtCATION IS FOR THE A WARD OF ANY OF THE FOLLOWING AND
THE AMOUNT EXCEEDS $100,000: A FEDERAL GRANT OR COOPERA TIVE A GREE..MENT,.

SUBCONTRACT, OR SUBGRANT UNDER THE GRANT OR COOPERATIVE AGREEMENT.

CHECK IF CERTIRCA TION IS FOR THE A WARD OF A FEDERAL
LOAN EX(~"I~EDING THE AMOUNT OF #150,000, OR A SUSGRANT OR

SUBCONTRACT EXCEEDING #100,000, UNDER THE LOAN.

The undersigned certifies, to the best of his or her knowledge and belief, that:

(1) No Federal appropriated funds have been paid or will be paid, by or on behalf of the undersigned, to any person for
influencing or attempting to influer~.~ an officer or employee of an agency, a Member of Congress, and officer or
employee of Congress, or an employee of a Member of Congress in connection with the awarding of any Federal
contract, the making of any Federal grant, the making of any Federal loan, the entedng into of any cooperative
agreement, and the extension, continuation, renewal, amendment, or modification of any Federal contract, grant, loan,
or cooperative agreement.

(2) If any funds other than Federal appropriated funds have been paid or will be paid to any person for influencing or
attempting to influence an officer or employee of any agency, a Member of Congress, an officer or employee of
Congress, or an employee of a Member of Congress in connection with this Federal contract, grant, loan, or cooperative
agreement, the undersigned shall complete and submit Standard Form-LLL, "Disclosure Form to Report Lobbying," in
accordance with its instructions.

(3) The undersigned shall require that the language of this certification be included in the award documents for all subawards
at all tiers (including subcontracts, subgrants, and contracts under grants, loans, and cooperative agreements) and that
all subrecipients shall certify accordingly.

This certification is a material representatJon of fact upon which reliance was placed when this transaction was made or
entered into. Submission of this certification is a prerequisite for making or entering into this transaction imposed by Section
1352, title 31, U.S. Code. Any person who fails to file the required certification shall be subject to a civil penalty of not less
than $10,000 and not more than $100,000 for each such failure.

As the authorized certifying official, I hereby certify that the above specified certifications are true.

SIGNATURE OF AUTHORIZED CERTIFYING OFFICIAL

TYPED NAME AND TITLE

DATE

1~-2010

form ~e~ie¢,~ 04-196:3. D(-1964.
D1-1966.0(-1964 end D1-1963|
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Figure I

Standard Form 424

APPLICATION FOR oM8 ~pprova~ No.

FEDERAL ASSISTANCE 2. DATE SuBMn’r~D ! ~P~-~’ ,d~n,,r,~ .
NiA

I. W~ OF SUBMISSION; "               ..     3. DATE R~EIVED 8Y STA~           [ S~m App~l~

~ ~s~ 0 ~n-~

~. A~ANT IN~RUAT~N

L~ ~e: ~g~za~

6. EMPLOYER IDENTIFICATIOt, i NUMBER (E/N): 7. TYPE OF APPLICANT: (ente~

A. S~a[e H.
B, C(x~nly

8. TYP~OF APPLICATION:                                                    C MU~           J. Pt~i[e U~v~

A. ~el~ ~ud     B. ~e~e A~d C. ~e~e
O.~ease O~a~ 0~ (s~[ 9. H~ME OF FEDERAL AGENCY:

~0. CATALOG OF FEDERAL DOMESTIC ASSISTANCE NUMBER: 11. DESCRIPTIVE TITLE OF APPLICANTS PROJECT:

N/A
~2. AREAS AFFECTED BY PROJECT (CJdes. Count, s. S4’a~es.

~3. PROPOSED PROJECT 114. CONGRESSIONAL DISTRICTS OF:

Slan Dam I Endx-,g Dale !a. Applk:a~| ’ b. Project

tS. ESTIMATED FUNDING: IS. IS APPUCAT10~ SUBJECT TO R£’~IEW BY STATE EXECUTIVE

a. Fedtva~ $ .00 12"372 PRC)C~S?

¯. YES. THIS PREAPPLICATIO~APPLICATION WAS MAO~ AVAILABLE
b Ap~ca~ $ 00 TO THE STATE EXECUTIVI~ ORDi~R t2372 PROCESS FOR

REVIEW ON:

c.S~e $ 00

OATE

~. NO. C] P~OGRAM IS NO]" COVERED BY E.O,
~ Otl~ $ .00 O OR PROGRAM H~S NO]" BEEN SELECTED 8Y ~TATE FOR

REVIEW

I Prod, am Inco,’lle $ ¯

17. I~ THE APPUCAt~rr DEUNQ~JENT OH ANY FEDGRAL

g. TOTAl. $ .00 C} Yes II "Yes," anac.’~ an expiar~l~on G No

~1. TO THE BEST OF MY KHOWLEDGE AND BEUEF. ALL OATA IN THIS APPLICAT1ON~PREAPPUCA’TION ARE TRUE AND CORRECT. THE DOCUMENT HAS
BEEN ~¢JLY AUTHORIZED BY THE GOVERNING BOOY OF THE APPUCANT AND THE APPUCANT WILL CO~IPLY wrI’H THE ATTACHED ASSURANCES IF THE
ASSISTANCE IS AWAROED~

¯ ’ryp~ Namt OI Ault~o~lzed Re~’osentauve [ b, T,IIe [ c. Telephone Number

I
Auth~zed Re;)¢esentalr~ I e. Dale Signed
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Figure 1

Standard Form 424 (cont’d.)

INSTRUCTIONS FOR THE SF 424

Puhhc reporung burden for this coll~on of information is esumaw..d m average 45 minutes per response, including time for
reviewing instructtons, searching existing data sources, gathering and maintaining the data needed, and completing and
reviewing the collection of information. Send comments regarding the burden estimate or any other aspect of this collection
of information, including suggestions fo~ reducing this burden, to the Office of Management and Budget. Paperwork
Reduction Project (U348-0043), Washington, DC 20.503.

PLEASE DO NOT.RETURN YOUR COMPLETED FOR~,| TO THE OFFICE OF MANAGEMENT AND BUDGET,
SEND IT TO THE ADDRESS PROVIDED BY THE SPONSORING AGENCY.

This is a standard form used by applicants as a required face.sheet/’or preapplicadons and applications sul:~’nitted for Federal
assistance. It will be used by Federal agencies to obtain applicam certification that States which have established a review and
comment procedure in response to Executive Order 12372 and have selected the program to be included in their process, have
been given an opportunity to review the applicant’s submission.

tem: EnD-y: Item: Entry:

1. Self-expiratory. 12. List only the largest poliucal enuues affectod (e.g., State,

2. Date applicauon submitted to Federal agency (or State if counties, cities).

applicable) & applicant’s control number (if applicable). 13. Self-explanatory.

3. State use only (if applicable). 14. List the applicant’s Congressional District and any

4. If this application is to condnue or revise an existing District(s) affected by the program or project.

award, enter present Federal identifier number. If for a 15. Amount requested or to be contributed dtwing the first
new project, leave blank, funding/budget period by each contributor. Value of in-
Legal name of applicant, name ot" primary organizational kind contributions should b~ included on appropriate lines
unit which will uztdermke the a.ssistunce u,:tivity. CUml~letc as applicable. If the action will result in a dollar change to
a~ldress of the applicant, and name,and telephone number an existing award, indicate at~the amount of the change.
of the person to contact on mattea’s related to th~s For decr~ses, enclose the amounts in parentheses. If both
application, bastc and supplemental amounts are included, show

breakdown on an attached sheet. For multiple program
Enter Employez Identification Number (EIN) as ~.,~signed funding, use totals and show breakdown using sameby the Internal Revenue Service.

categories as item 15.
Enter the appropriate letter in the space provided.

16. Applicants should contact the State Single Point of
Check appropriate box and enter aplxoprtate letter(s) tn Contact (SPOC) for Federal Executive Order 12372 to
the space(s) provided: determine whether the application is subject.to the State

-- "New" means a new assistance award,
intergovemmental review process.

17. This question applies to the applicant organization, not-- "Continuation" means an extension for an additional
the person who signs as the authorized representative.funding/budget period for a project with a projected

completion date. Categories of debt include delinquent audit disallowances,
loans and taxes.

-- "Revision" means any change m the Federal
Government’s financial obligation or conungent 18. To be stgned by the authorized representative of the
liability from an existing obligation, applic,~nt. A copy of the governing body’s authorization°

for you to sign this applicatton as official representative °
Name of Federal agency from which assi~:ta~ce is being must be on file in the applicant’s office. (Certain Federal
requested w~th th~s application agencie:, may require that thi~ authorizadOn be sul:n’nitted

I(I. Use the Caualog of Federal Domestic Asstsmnce numl:K:r ~s part of the application.)
and t~tle of t.be program under which assisusnce ~.~
requested.

I. Enter a brtef descriptive title of the project. If more
than one program is involved, you should append an
expl.anat!on on a separate sheet. If appropriate (e.g..
consu’uct~on or real property projects). :,ttach a map
showing project location. For preapplicauons, use a
separate sheet to provide a summary descrtpt~on of
this prolect.

SF 424 Back (Rev.
4-92)

I --0001 79
1-000179



Figure 2

Standard Form 424A (cont’d.)

(a) Grant Program (b) Applicant (c) State (d) Other Sources (e) ~’OTALS

~8. $ $ $

9.

10.

12. TOTAL (sum of,lines 8 - 11) " S

!iS

S
,S

13. Federal $ $ $ $

14. NonFederal

15. TOTAL (sum ol hnes 13 and 14) $ ~ $

(a) Grant Program                                                      FUTURE FUNDING PER~OgS
(b) First          (c) Se~nd           (d) Third              (e) Fourth

$                 $                  $                  $

~17.

18.

20. TOTAL (sum ol lines 16-19)                                                           $                   $                   $
~.

21 Direct Charges: 22. Indirect Charges:

23. Remarks:

Authorized for Local Reproduction st=na,,a Form 424A (Rev. 4-921



Figure 2

Standard Form 424A
OMB App~ov~ No. 03~8-00,~,~

BUDGi~T INFORMATION - Non-Construction Programs

Grant Pr~ram Catalog el Federal Eslimatod Un~l~ated Funds New or Revised Budget
Funct~n Oomost~ Assistance ~

o~ Act~vit~ Numbe~ Federa~ No~-~ede~at Federal Non-Federal ~otal
(a) (b) (c) (d) (e) (t) (g)

2.

Totals

GRAJ~TPf:IOGRAM~ FUNCTION OR ACTIVITY , Total
~ 6. Obj~l Class Cat~ories

,,, ~!~, ~ ~)

~ a. Per~nnel $

b. Fringe Benefits

c, Travel

d. Equipment

e, Supplies

I. ~nlractuat

g. ~nstru~n

h. Other

i. Total Direct Cha~ges (sum of 6a.6h)

I, Ind=~e~ Cha~ges
$            $           $

k. TOTALS (sum el 6i and 6~)

Previous [dllt~ Uslble                                                 Authorized for Local Reproduction Prelcrl~d by OMB Cbcular A-tO2



Figure 2

Standard Form 424A (cont’d.)

INSTRUCTIONS FOR THE SF-424A

Pubhc r~p~rtmg burden I’or d~ts collccuon of information is ~timal~d ~o average 180 minutes ~r ms~n~, including time ~or
rcv=¢wmg ins~ucuons; s~h=ng cx=sung da~ ~urccs, ga~ng ~d m~n~ining ~� ~ n~. ~d ~mpleting ~d reviewing
~ collection of in~ormauon. Send ~mm~ reg~ng ~� b~ ~imat¢ or any o~h~ ~t o~ ~his collation of
~luding suggestions for reducing this burden, to the Office of Managemen~ and Budget, Paperwor~ Reduction
Proj~c[ (034~-0044). Wash=ngton. DC ’2~503.

PLEASE DO NOT RETURN YOUR COMPLEED FORM TO THE OFFICE OF MAN&GEM~ AND BUDGE,
SEND IT TO THE ADDR~S PROVIDED B~ THE SPONSORING AGENCY.

;ener=i Instructions For continuing grant program ~pl~atio~. submit ~ fo~s

~is (o~ is d~ign~ ~ ~at appli~don ~n ~ mad~ for rums~om ~ ~ of ~ch fun~ng ~d~ ~ ~u~d by ~ ~n~r

from one or mor~ g~n= programs. In pr~p~ng the budgeLage~y. ~t~ in ~lumns (c) ~d (~ ~� esfimat~ ~oun~ of

a~er¢ m any existing F~a! g~nmr ag~cy guidelines whichfunds which will remain unobliga~ at ~� end of th~ g~nt

prescribe how and whether budgeted amounts should befunding ~d~ only if ~� F~ grantor age~y i~tions
sep~amly shown for ~ffemnt functi~s ~ activiEes wi~in ~�provi~ [~ ~is. O~e~i~, I~v¢ ~ ~lumns bl~. Ent~ in
program. For some programs, g~ntor agencies may requirecolumns (e) and (0 the amoun~ of funds ne~ed for the
budg~ ~ ~ ~p~tely shown by funct=on or activity. ~r 0~u~ing ~. ~� ~o~t(s) in Column (g) should
programs, grantor agenc=¢s may r~quire a breakdown bysum o[~ounts in Columns (c)~d (0-
tuncuon or activity. Sections A. B, C, and D should include
budget esdmates for ~� whole pmj~t ex~pt w~n applying forFor ~le~ntal grams ~d c~ng~ ~ �xisting g~n~, do not

u~ ~umns (c) ~d (d). ~mr in Column (e) ~� ~o~tofass~smnc¢ which requires Federal authori~tion in annual or
other funding ~ri~ increments, in ~� ~er ca~. Sections A.i~r~ or ~ of F~I funds and ~t~ in Column
B. C, and D should provide the budget for ¢h� first budget~� am~nt of the i~ or d~r~ of n~-F¢~ fun~. [n
~ri~ (usually a y~) ~d Secdon E should pr¢~nt the n~dColumn (g) ¢nmr ~� new m~ budgemd amount, ~ ~d
for Federal assistance in the subsequent budget periods. Allnon.F~¢ral) which includes the to~! previous authorized
applicauon~ ~hould con~dn u breakdown by lh¢ object cla~sbudg~ ~oun~ plus or minus. ~ approp~am, ~e amoun~
~utcgorics shown in Lines a-k of S~tion B. shown in Columns (c) and (fL ~� amount(s) in Cotumn (g)

should ~’¢q~l ~e sum of amoun~ in Columns (¢) and
S~ction A. Budget Summary Lines I~ Columns [u) and (b)

For appli~Uons pertaining to a single Federal grant programLine ~Show.the (o~s for all columns us~.
~Federal Domestic Assistance Catalog number) and not
requwing a functional or activity br~down, enter on Line ISecti~ B Budget Categories
under Column (a) the catalog program tide and the catalog
humor tn Column (b). In t~ ~lumn h~dings (l) ~rough (4), enter the titles o~

~m¢ ~g~s. functions, ~d ~dvid¢s shown on Lin~ I~.
Fear upplicadons ~ining to a single progr~ requiring budget

Column (a), S~Eon A. Wh~ addidon~ sh~ ~ prep~ foramounts by muldple functions or activities, enter ~c name of
S~t=on A, pro.vide s=md~ column ~dings on ~h shceL Forouch acuvity or function on each line in Column (a). and cater
~ch p~m. function or activity, fill in the to~ ~ui~L~~hc catalog num~r in Column (b). For appli~tions ~ining to
for funds (both Federal and non-Federal) by object classmuluple programs where none of the programs require a

bre~down by function or activity, enter the c:amlog programcateg~s.
htlc on each line in Column (a) and the ~esp¢ct=v¢ catalogLin~ 6a-i--Show ~e to~ls of Lines 6a to 6bin each column.
humor on ~ch line in Column (b).

Line 6j - Show the amount 0f =ndir~t cosL
For apphcations ~r~ining to muhzple prog~s where one or
m~re programs require u breakdown by lunc=:=on or acuv=ty.Line 6k ¯ EnteFth¢ to=l oi ~oun~ on Lines 6i and 6j. For
prcpar~ a separate sheet ~or each program r~qu~r=ng theapplications for new grants and condnuatton grants the
breakdown. Addit=onal sh~cls should ~ u~ wh~n on~ form~oum in column (S). Line 6k. should ~ the same as t~
dues not provide adequate ~pac¢ for all breakdown ofdala~mount shown in Section A. Column (g). Line 5.
require. However. when more ~an one sheet ~s u~. ~ firstsuppl~enml gr~ and chokes to grits, the to~l ~ount of
page ~h=~uld prowdc ~he summ~y to~ls by programs t~ =~r~s~ or d~r~se as shown ~n Columns (1)-(4). Line

should ~ the same as the sum of the amounts in S~ction
L=nes t-4, C~Humns (c) thruugh (g) Columns (~) ~d (I) on Line j.

Fur n~w apphcat=ons, l~v¢ Columns (c) and (d) blank. ForLine 7 - Enter ~ ¢stimat~ amount of income, if ~y, exited
each tree ~n~y =n Columns (a) and ~). enter tn Columns (c). (~.to ~ g~nerated from this project. Do not add or sub~ct
and [g) ~ appropriate ~ounLs of funds n¢~cd to super the~oun[ from ~c total proj~t ~oum, Show under the pro~am
prOjeCt for the first funding ~r=~ (usually a y~a~).

SF 424A (Rev. 4-92) Pike 3
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Figure 2

Standard Form 424A (cont’d.)

INSTRUCTIONS EOR THE SF-424A (conhnued)

narratIve statement the nature and source of income. The Line 15-Enter the tools of amounts on LInes 13 &nd 14.
csumat~ amount of program incom~ may ~ consid~r~ by ~

Scc{ion ~ Budge~ ~dma{es o~ Fedora{ Fun~ Ne~ed for
l~d~ral g~ntor agency in d~t~ining ~ total amount of th~

Bal~nce of the ProJect

Lines 1~-19 - En=r m ~lumn (a) ~� ~ g~l pro~
Section C. Non-Fede~l R~ou~ shown in Column (a). S~don A. A b~down by Junction or
Lin~ 8-[1 Enlcr ~oun~ of non-F~cr~ ~ur~s ~at will ~ acdvity is not n~. For new appli~dons ~d ~ndnuadon
u~d on ~� grit. If in-~nd con~but=ons ~ include, provide grant applications, enter in ~e pro~r columns
a bn¢[ cxpl~adon on a ~=� sh~L F~¢~ [unds which will ~ n~d~ ~ ~mplele ~e pm~ or

proj~t over ~� sucking [unding ~d~ (us~y m y~).
Column (a)- Enl~ the ~ogr~ titl~ identical to ~is ~dbn n~ not ~ complel~ ~ mv=sions (~dmcn~,:
Column (a). Sect=on A. A br~down by [uncdon or changes, or suppl~m~n[s) [o funds tar the current ~¢ar o~
activity is not n~cs~ry, cxisdng gr~.

~olumn (hi -Emcr ~¢ con~l~uo~ to ~ mad~ by I[ more than [our lines ~� needed to hst the program dd~s.
the appli~L submil additional ~hcdul~s ~ n~es~,.

Column (c)- Enter ~ amoun[ at ~e State’s ~sh Line 20 - Enter ~� lo~ for ~ach at ~� Columns (b)-(¢).
and in-~ind conmbudgn it ~� applic~nl is n~ a S~=e additional s~hcdul~s ~ prepared tar ~is Section. annotate
or Smm agency. Appli~n~ which ~ a Stole or accordingly ~d s~w ~� ove~ll totals on ~is lin~.
Smm agenci~ should l~ve ~ ~lumn bl~k.

Seclion F. Olher Budgel Information
Column (d) - ~[er ~� ~oum of~ ~d in-kind
con~budons ~ ~ made tram all o~= so~c~. Line 2l - U~ this space [o expl~n amoun~ ~or individ~l d~¢ct

pbj~l-class cost categories ~a[ may ap~ar [o ~ out of the
Column (e). En=¢r lflmls n~Cnlumns (h), (c), and ordin~y or to cxpla=n {he devils as required by =he Fcdcral
(d). ~ramor agency.

Line 12~En[er lhc total lot each oi Columns (b)-(~). Th~ Lin~ 22 - Enter the typc of indi[~c[ rate (provisional,
amount in Column (e) should ~ equaJ Io ~e amounl on Line ~. pr~l~in~, ~nal or 5x~d) that will ~ m ~ff~[ d~ng
Column (0 S~tion A. [unding ~d~, ~¢ ~dmamd ~oun[ at ~e b~¢
Seclio~ O. Fore.ted C~h Needs rate is applied, and ~ total ind~ec~

Line 13 - Enmr ~� ~ounl of cash n~ by queer gram ~c Line Z3 - Provide ~y Other expla~dons or comm~ d~em~

gr~tor a~¢ncy during the firs[ ye~. n~ccs~.

Line 14,. Enlcr lh¢ amoun~ oi’ cash l’rom all olher sources
n~d~ by queer during the ~irst y~r.
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Figure 3

Standard Form 424B

OMB Aperoval No 03~8-0040

ASSURANCES -- NON-CONSTRUCTION PROGRAMS

Public reporting burden for this collection of information is estimated to average 15 minutes per m.sponse, including
time for reviewing Instructions. searching existing data sources, gathering and maintaining the data needed, and
compleung and rcvtcwmg the collccti,on of information. Send comments regarding the burden estimate oc ~ay other
aspect of this collection of information, including suggestions for reducing this burden, to the Office of Management
and Budget. Paperwork Reduction Project (0348-0040). Washington. DC 20503.

PLEASE DO NOT RETURN YOUR COMPLETED FORM TO THE OFFICE OF MANAGEMENT AND
BUDGET, SEND IT TO THE ADDRESS PROVIDED BY THE SPONSORING AGENCY.                    ’

NOTE: Certain of thes~ assurances may no~ b¢ applicable to your project or program, If you hav~ questions, please contact
the awarding agency. Further. certain Federal awarding agencies may require applicants to certify to
additional assurances. If such is the case. you will he notified.

As the duly authorized representative of the applicant [ certify that the applicant" ¯

I. Has the legal authority to apply for Federal assistance Act of 1973. as amended (29 U. S. C. §794), which
and the institutional, managerial and financial capabilityprohibits discrimination on the basis of handicaps: (d) the
(including funds sufficient to pay the non-Federal share Age Discrimination Act of 1975. as amended (42 O. S. C.
of project cost) to ensure prol~r plarming, management §6101-6107), which prohibits discrimination on the
and completion of the project described in this basis of age; (�) the Drug Abuse Office and
application. Treatment Act or" 1972 (R L 92-255), as ~ ~ladng to

nondiscrimination on the basis of drug abuse; (0 the
2. Will give the awarding agency, the Comptroll~’Gcneral Comprehensive Alcohol Abuse and Alcoholism

of United States. and if appropriate, the Slate. through Prevention, Treatment and Rehabilitation Act of 1970
any authorized representative, access to and the right to

(P.L. 91-616). as amended, relating to nondiscrimination
examine all rocords, books, papers, or documents related on the basis of alcohol abus~ or alcoholism; ~g) §§523 and
to the award: and will establish a proper accounting 527 of the Public Health Servi¢~ Act Of 1912 (42 U.S.C.
system in accordance with generally accepted 290 dd-3 and 290 ee-3), as amended, relating to
accounting standards or agency dire.cOves. confideadality of alcohol and drug abas~ padent records;

3. Will establish safeguards to prohibit employees from (h) Tide VIII of the Civil Rights Act of 1968 (i~2 U.S.C.
using their positions for a purpose that coastitates or §3601 ct seq.), as amended, reladng ~o nondiscrimination
presents the appearance of personal or organizationalin the sale, rental or financing of housing; (i) any other

conflict of interest, or personal gmn. nondiscrimination provisions in the specific statute(s)
under which application for Federal assistance is being

-~. Will initiate and complete the work within the made; and (j) the requirements of any other
applicable timc frame after receipt of approval of the nondiscrimination statute(s) which may apply to the
awarding agency, application.

5, Will compl~ with the Intergovcmmen¢~l Personnel Act7, Will comply, or has already complied, with the
of 1970 (42 U. S. C. ,}4728-4763) relating to prescribed requirements of Titles [I and Ill of the Uniform
~tandards for inera systems for programs funded under Relocation Assistance and Real Property Acquisition
one ol the nineteen statutes or regulations specified m Polica:s Act or’ 1970 (P.L. 9!-646) which provide for. fa,.r
Appendix A ol OPM’s Standards for a Merit System of and equitable treatment of persons displaced or whose
Personnel Admm~stration (5 C F. R 900. Subpart F’). property is acquired as a result of Federal or federally

assisted programs. These requirements apply to all6. Will comply w~th all Federal st’;~tutes relating to
nond~.,;cnmmuut~n These include but are not limited tO: ~nterests in real property acquired for project purposes

(a) Title Vt of the C~vd Rights ACt of 1964 (RL. 88-352) regardless of Federal parucipatton m purchases.

wh,ch proh~btL~ dty:rlmmatton on the basts Of race. color8 Will comply, as applicable, with provisions of the Hau:h
or national origin. (b) T~lle IX ol the Educat,on Act (5 U.S.C. §§1501-1508 and 7324-7328) which limit
Amendmenlsol 1972. as amended (20 U S.C.§1681- .the political activities of employees whose principal
t683. and 1685-1686L which prohH)t~ dtscnminauon employment acuvities ate funded in whoie or in part with
on the bas~s of ~,ex. (el Section 504 of the Rehabilitation Federal funds

Previous Edihon Utab4e                                                                                                   Slactdatd Form 4248 (Re’�. 4.~2)
l~es¢ribed bv OM8 Circular A.102
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Figure 3

Standard Form 4248 (cont’d.)

~ Wtll comply, as apphcable, ~v~l.h the prov,sibns of the 12. Will comply with the W,Id and Scemc Rivers Act of
Dav~s-Bacon Act (40 U.S.C. §§276a to 276a - 7), the 1968 (16 U.S.C. §§1271 e[ seq.) related to protecung
Copeland Act (40 U.S.C. §§276c an,:l 18 U. S.C. components or potential components of the national
§§874). and the Contract Work Hours and Safety wild and scenic rives system
Standards Act (40 U.S.C. §§327-333). regarding labor13. Will assist the awarding agency in assuring compliance
standards for federally assisted construction

with Section 106 of the Nadonal Historic Prese~ationsubagreements.
Act of 1966. as amended (16 U.S.C. 470). EO 11593

10. Will comply, if applicable, with flood insurance (identification and prott, ction of historic properties), and
purchase requirements of Secuon 102(a) of the Flood the Archaeological and Historic Preservation’Act of 1974
Disaster Protection Act of 1973 (P.L. 93-234) which (16 U.S.C. 469a-I et
requires recipients in a special flood hazard area to

14. Will comply with P.L. 93-348 regard,ing the protection of
participate in th’e program and to purchase flood human subjects involved in research, development, and
insurance tf the total cost of insurable construction and related activities supported by this award of assistas~ce.acquisition is S 10,000 or more.

I1 Will comply with environmental .standards which
15. Will comply with the Laboratory Animal Welfare Act of

1966 (P.L, 89-544, as amended, 7 U.S,C. 2131 et seq,)
may be prescribed pursuant to the following: (a)

pertaining to the care. handling, and treatment of warm~nstitution of environmental quality control
measures under the National Environmental Policy

blooded animals held for research, teaching, or other

Act of 1969 (P.L. 91-190) and Executive Order (EO)
activities supported by this awed of assistance.

11.514; (b) notification of violating facilities pursuant 16. Will comply with the Lead-Based Paint Poisoning
to EO 11738; (c) protection of wetlands pursuant to EO Prevention Act (42 U S.C. §§ 4801 et seq.) which
11990; (d) evaluation of flood hazards in flo~xlplains in prohibits the use of lead based paint in construction or
accordance with EO 11988; (e) assurance of project rehabilitation of residence structures.
consistency with the approved State management
program developed under the Coastal Zone 17. Will .cause to be performed the required financial and

Management Act of 1972 (16 U.S.C. §§ 1451 et seq.); compliance audits in accordance with the Single Audit

(£) conformity of Federal actions to State (Clear Air) Act of 1984 or OMB Circular No. A-133, Audits of
hnplementation Plans under Section 176(c) of the Institutions of Higher Learning and other Non-profit

Clear Air Act of 1955. as amended (42 U.S.C. §§ 7401 Institutions.

ct seq.): (g) protection of underground sources ol 18. Will comply with all applicable requirements of all other
~inking water under the Safe Drinking Water Act of Federal laws. executive orders, regulations and policies
1974, as amended. (P.L. 93-523); and (h) protection of governing this program.
endangered species under the Endangere~l Species, Act
of 1973. as amended, (P.L. 93-205).

~"

[’I’ITLE

2ilGN.,~I URI" t)l" AUTHt)RI.ZED CItR’I’IPYIN¢.; ()IzPICIAL

APPLICANT ()RGANIZATION ] DATE SUBMI’TT’ED
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Figure 4

Standard Form 424C

BUDGE’F INFORMATION -- Construction Programs
NOTE: Certain Federal assistance programs require ed~tional computations to arrive at ~he Federal share of project costs eligible for parlicipa~on. If such is the case you w:ll be notihed.

COST CLASSIFICATION a. Total Cost b, Costs Not Allowable c. Total Allowable Costs
for Participation (Column

I. Administrative end lega~ expenses $ .00 $ .OO $ .00

2. Land, structures,, rights-of-way, appraisals, etc. $ .00 $ .00 $ .00

3. Reloca~on expenses and plyments $ .00 $ .00 $ .00

4. Architectural an~ eng~eering fees $ .00 $ .00 $ 00

5. Other architectural and engineering lees $ .00 $ .00 $ .00

6. Project inspection fees $ .00 $ .00 $

~ 7. Site work $ .00 $ .GO $ ,00
O 8. Demolition and romoval $ .00 $ .00 $ .00

g. Con$ffucdon $ .00 $ .00 $

~0 10. Equipment $ .00 $ .00 ! $ .00

I1. Miscellaneous $ .00 $ .00 $ .00

12. SUBTOTAL (sum ol lines 1-11) $ .00 $ .00 $ .00

13. Contingencies $ .00 $ .00 $ .00

14. SUBTOTAL $ .00 $ .00 $ .00

15. Project (program) income $ ,00 $ .00 $ 00

16. TOTAL PROJECT COSTS (subtract #15 from #14} $ .00 $ .00 : $ .00

FEDERAL FUNDING

17 Federal assistance requested, calculate as follows: Enter eligible costs from line 16c Multiply X %
(Consult Federal agency for Federal percentage share).

$ .00Enter the resulting Federal share.

_ Prev|oul Edltlort U=ab4e Authorized for Local Reproduction Standard Form 424C
(~ Prescribed by OMB Circular A-102
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Figure 4

Standard Form 424C (cont’d.)

INSTRUCTIONS FOR TIlE SF 424C

Public reporting burden for thxs collecuon of information is estimated to average 180 minutes per response, including time for
reviewing instrucUons, searching existing data sources, gathering and maintaining the data needed, and completing and
reviewing the collecuon of information. Send comments regarding the burden esdmate or any other aspect of this collection o[
information, including suggestions for reducing this burden, to the Office of Management and Budget, Paperwork Reduction
Project (0348o0(M I ), Washington, DC 20503.

PLEASE DO NOT RETURN YOUR COMPLE."TED FORM TO THE OFFICE OF MANAGEMENT &ND BUDGE[
SEND IT TO THE ADDRESS PROVIDED BY THE SPONSORING AGENCY.

Thts sheet is to be used for the following types of applications: (i) "New" (means a new [previous unfunded] assistance,
award); (2) "Continuation" (means funding in a succeeding budget period which stemmed from a prior agreement to fund); and
(3) "Revised" (means any changes in the Federal government’s financial obligations or contingent liability from an existing
obligation). If there is no change in the award amount there is no need to complete this form. Certain Federal agencies may
require only an explanatory letter to the effect minor (no cost) changes. If you have questions please contact the Federal
agency.

Column a.--If this is an appli~tion for a "New" project. Line 4---Enter estimated basic engineering fees related to
enter the total estimated cost of each of the item,,; listed on construction (this includes start-up s~rvices and preparation
lines 1 through 16 (as applicable) under "COSTof project performance work plan).
CLASSIFICATIONS."

Line .g-Enter estimated engineering costs, such as surveys,
If this application entails a change to an existing award, tests, soil borings, etc.
enter the eligible amounts approved under the previous
award for the items under "COST CLASSIFICATION." Line 6---Enter estimated engineering inspection costs.

Column b.mlf this is an application for a "New" project. Line 7--Enter estimated costs of site preparation and
enter that portion of thc cost of cach item m Column a. restoration which ate not included in the basic construction
which is not allowable for Federal assistance. Contact thecontracL
Federal agency for assistance in determining the
āllowability of specific costs. Line 9---Enter estimated cost of the construction contract.

If this application entails a change to an existing award. Line 10---Enter estimated cost of office, shop, laboratory,
enter the adjustment I + or (-)l to the previously ;approved ~afety equipment, etc. to be used at the facility, if such costs
costs (from column a.) reflected in this application, are not included in the construction eo~tract.

Column c.--Thi.~ is the net of lines 1 through 16 in columns Line I I--Enter estimated miscellaneous costs.
"’a.’" and "b.’"

Line 12--Total of items I though 11.

Line 13 --Enter estimated contingency costs. (Consult the
L~ne l--Enter estimated amounts needed to coverFederal agency for the perceniage of the estimated
administrative expenses, Do not include costs which are construction cost to use.)
related to the normal functions of government. Atlowable
legal costs are generally only those associated with the Line 14--Enter the totalof tines 12and 13.
purchase of land which is allowable for Federal
parucipation and certain ~rvices in support of construction Line 15--Enter estimated program income to be earned
of the project, during the grant period, e.g., salvaged materials, etc.

Line 2--Enter estimated site and ~rlght(s)-ul-way Line 16---Subtract line 15 from line 14.
acquis~uon co.,;ts (thts includes purchase, lease, and/or
easements). Line 17--This block is for the computatioB, of the Federal

share. Multiply the total allowable project costs from line 16.
Line 3---Enter estimated costs related to relocation advisory column "c." by the Federal percentage share (this may be up
assistance, re.plzcement housing, relocation payments toto 100 percent; consult Federal agency for Federal
displaced persons and businesses, etc. percentage share) and enter the product on line 17.

Grants Management Advisory Service January 1994 =,~-,,--- ,’:- .....=’ .............
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Figure 5

Standard Form 424D
OMB Approval No. 0348-0042

ASSURANCES -- CONSTRUCTION PROGRAMS

Public reporung btu’den Ior this collection of tnformatton is estimated to average 15 minutes pr~ response, including time for
reviewing instructions, searching existing data sources, gathering and maintaining the data needed, and completing and
reviewing the collection of information. Send comments regarding the btuden estimat~ or any other aspect of this collection of
information, including suggestions for reducing this burden, to the Office of Management and Budget. Paperwork Reduction
Project (0348-0042). Washington. DC 20:503

PLF_...4.$E 1~O NOT RETURN YOUR COMPLETED FORM TO THE OFFICE OF MANAGEMENT AND BUDG~I",
SEND IT TO THE ADDRESS PROVIDED BY THE SPONSORING AGENCY.

NOTE: Certain of these assuranee~ may no~ be applicable to your project or program, ff you have questions, please contact the
Awarding Agency. Furth~, certain Federal assistance awarding agencies may require applicants to certify to additoaal
asstwanceg. If such is the ease. you will be nofitied.

As the duly authorized representative of the, applicant I cectify that the applicant:

Has the legal authority to apply for Fedecal assistance,     8. Will comply with the Intergoveramental Per~nnel Act
and the institutional, managerial and financial capability of 1970 (42 U.S.C. 6§ 4728-4763) relating to prescribed
(including funds sufficient to pay the non-Federal share standards for merit systems for programs funded under
of project costs) to ensure proper plan:ning, management one of the nineteen statutes or regulations specified in
and completion of the project d,escribed in this Appendix A of OPM’s Standards for a Merit System of
application. Personnel Administration (5 C.ER. 900, Subpatt F).

2. Will give the aw~’ding agency, the Comptroller General9. Will comply with the Lead-Based Paint Poisoning
of the United States, and if appropriate, the State, Prevention Act (42 U.S.C. §§ 4801 et seq.) which
through any authorized representative, access to and the prohibits the use of lead based paint in construction or
right to examine all records, b~,oks, papers, or rehabilitation of residence structures.

documents related to the assistance; a~! will establish a
proper accounting system in accordance with gener’41, ly 10. Will comply with all Federal statues relating to non-
accepted accounting standards or agency directives, discrimination. These includ~ but are not limited to: (a)

"fide VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964 (P.L. 88-352)

3. Will not dispose of, modify the use of, or change the which prohibits discriminatioh on the basis of race,

terms of the real property dale, or ot~aer interest in the color or national origin; (b) Tide IX of the Education
site and facilities without permission and instructions Amendments of 1972, as amended (20 U.S.C. 66 1681-
from the awarding agency. Will record the Federal 1683, and 1685-1686)which prohibits discrimination on
interest in the fide of real property in accordance with the basis of sex; (c) Section 504 of the Rehabilitation
awarding agency directives and will include a covenant Act of 1973, as amended (29 U.S.C. § 794) which
in the title of real property acquired ia whole or in pact prohibits diacriminadon of the’basis of handicaps; (d)
with Federal assistance funds to assure non. the Age Discrimination Act of 1975, as amended
discrimination during the useful life of the project. (42 U.S.C. §§ 6101-6107) which prohibits

discrimination on the basis of age; (e) the Drug Abuse
4. Will comply with the requirements of the assistance Office and Treatment Act of 1972 (P.L. 93-255), as

awarding agency with regard to the drafting, review and amended, relating to non-discrimination on the basis of
approval of construction plans and specifications, drug abuse; (0 the Comprehensive Alcohol Abuse and

Alcoholism Prevention, Treatment and Rehabilitation
5. Will provide and maintain competent and adequate Act of 1970 (P.L. 91-616), as amended, relating to

engineering supervtston at the construction site to nondiscrimination on the basis of alcohol abuse or
ensure that the complete work conforms with the alcoholism; (g) 66 523 and 527 of the Public Health
approved plans and specifications and will furnish Service Act of 1912 (42 U.S.C. 290 dd-3 and 290
progress reports and such other information as may be as amended, relating to confidentiality of alcohol and
requi~ed by the assistance awarding agency or State. drug abuse patient records; (h) Title VIII of the Civil

Rights Act of 1968 (42 U.S.C. § 3601 et seq.), as
6. Will "initiate and complete the work within the amended, relating to non-discrimination in the sale.

applicable time frame after receipt ¢,f approval of the rental or financing of housing; (i) any other non-
aw’,u’ding agency, discrimination provisions in the specific statute(s) under

7. Will establish safeguards to prohibit employees from which application for Federal assistance is being made,
and (j) the requi.rements on any oth~ non-discriminationusing, their positions for a purpose that constitutes or

presents the appearance of personal or organizational Statute(s) which may apply to the application.
conflict of interest, or personal gain.

Prevlou~ I~dlllort Usable Standara Fo/~ 4240 (Rev. 4/g2)
Pr~tx:db~d by OM8 Circular A-102

Grants Management Advisory Service January 1994 Federal t’~nr:ant,: tA,ar~,,,,,arn~nt bl:,r~r~h~lt
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Figure 5

Standard Form 424D (cont’d.)

II. Will comply, or has already complied. ~vith the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 (P.L. 91-

requirements Of Titles [1 and Ill of lh¢ Uniform 190) ;rod Executive Order (EO) 11514: (b) notification
Relocation Assistance and Real Property Acquisition of violating facilities pursuant to EO 11738; (c)
Polidies Act of 1970 (P.L. 91-646) which provides for protection of wetlands pursuant to EO 11990; (d)

fair and equitable treatment of persons displaced or evaluation of Hood hazaJ’ds in floodplains in accordance
whose property is acquired as a result of Federal and. with EO 11988; (e) assttranc¢ of project consistency with
I~lerally a.~,;istcd programs. These requirements apply the approved State management program developed
to all interests in real property acquired for project under the Coastal Zone Management Act of 1972 (16
purposes regardless of Federal participation in U.S.C. §§ 145 l el seq.); (0 conformity of Federal actions
purchases, to S{a{c (Clean Air) Implementation Plans tmdex S~ction

170(c) of the Clean Air Act of 1955. as amended (42
12. Will comply with the provisions of the Hatch Act (5 U.S.C. § § 7401 et seq.); (g) pmtscdo~ of underground

U.S.C. §§. 1501-1508 and 7324-7328) which limit the sourc~ of drinking water trade=" the Safe Drinking Water
political activities of employees whose principal Act of 1974, as amended, (P.L. 93-523); and (h)
cmployment activities arc funded in whole or in part protection of endangered species under the Endangered
with Federal funds. Speci~ Act of 1973, as amended, (P.L. 93-205).

13. Will comply, as applicable, with the provisions of the 16. Will comply with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act of
Davis-Bacon Act (40 U.S.C. §§ 276a to 276a-7), the t968 (16 U.S.C. §§ 1271 et seq.) related to protecting
Copeland Act (40 U.S.C. § 27&: and 18 U.S.C. § 874), components or potential components of the national wild
the Conlract Work Hours and Safety Standards Act (40 and scenic rivers system.
U.S.C. §§ 327-333) regarding labor standards for
federally assisted construction subagreements. 17. Will assist the awarding agency in assuring compliance

with Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation
14. Will co.mply with the flood insurance purchase Actor 1966, as amended (16 U.S.C. § § 470). EO 11593

requirements df Section 102(a) of the Rood Diskster (identification and preserva.t:ion of historic properties),
Protection Act Of 1973 (P.L. 93-23,1) which requires and the Archaeological and Historic Preservation Act of
recipients in a special flood hazard area to participate 1974 (16 U. S.C.§ § 469a-1 et seq.).
in the program and to purchase flood insurance if the
total cost of insurable construction and acquisition is 18. Will cause to be performed the required financial and
510,1300 or more. compliance audits in accordance with the’Single Audit

Act of 1984.
15. Will comply with environmental standards which may

be prescribed pursuant to the following: (a) institution 19. Will comply with all applicable requirements of all other
of environmental quality control measures under the Federal laws, Executive Orders, regulations and policies

governing this program.

SIGNATURE OF AUTHORIZED CERTIFYING OFFICIAL TITLE

APPLICANT ORGANIZATION DATE SUBMI’I’rED

SF 4240 (Rev. 4/$2) B=ck

~ Gran~s Management Advisory Service January 1994 Federal Grants Management Handbook
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Attachment F
List of Acronyms

ACOE U.S. Army Corp of Engineers

BOR U.S. Bureau of Reclamation

CEQA California Environmental Quality Act

CESA California Endangered Species Act

CVPIA Central Valley Project Improvement Act

DFG Califomia Department of Fish & Game

EIR Environmental Impact Report

EIS Environmental Impact Statement

EPA Environmental Protection Agency

ERPP Ecosystem Restoration Program Plan

ESA Endangered Species Act (Federal)

FERC Federal Energy Regulatory Commission

FWS U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service

NEPA National Environmental Policy Act

NFWF National Fish & Wildlife Federation

NMFS National Marine Fisheries Service

NRCS National Resource Conservation Service

PFMC Pacific Fisheries Management Council

CaLFED PSP May 1998
BAY-DELTA

1 O0
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PSP Proposal Solicitation Package (1998)

QAPP Quality Assurance Project Plan

RFP Request for Proposal (] 997)

SWRCB State Water Resources Control Board

USDA U.S. Department of Agriculture

CS~FED PSP May 1998
BAY-DELTA
PROGRAM
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Attachment G
Conflict of Interest Rules for May 1998 PSP

Technical Review Panels

You have been selected to serve on one of the Technical Review Panels for the May 1998 Proposal
Solicitation Package (PSP). Your selection is based on your technical expertise, not on the institution or
organization you represent. Every member of the Technical Review Panels is expected to be objective in
the technical assessment of proposals and to set aside all institutional allegiances during the proposal
review process.

To ensure objectivity and the integrity of the technical review process, CALFED has assigned you to a
Technical Review Panel that, to the best of CALFED’s knowledge, you do not have a direct, vested
interest in as an individual. It remains possible, however, that the Technical Review Panel to which you
have been assigned will review a proposal with which you have an institutional connection. An
institutional connection exists between employees and their employers. For example, an employee of a
state or federal agency will have an institutional connection with a proposal submitted by that agency, even
if the applicant is in a different division of the agency than the Technical Review Panel member.

At the beginning of discussions on a proposal, you must determine whether you have an institutional
connection with any of the applicants for a particular proposal. If you believe you have an institutional
connection with any of the applicants, you must:

1. Reveal the institutional connection you. have with any applicant to the remaining members
of the Technical Review Panel;

2. Recuse yourself from discussing and scoring the proposal.

If you recuse yourself from considering a proposal, you must leave the room until the remaining Technical
Review Panel members have completed discussing and scoring the proposal. You must refrain from
answering questions or making any comments on the proposal for which you have an institutional
connection. Failure to recuse yourself from discussing and scoring a proposal for which you have an
institutional connection may result in the proposal being disqualified.

C~D
PSP May 199,~

BAY-DELTA
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Attachment H

COVER SHEET (PAGE 1 of 2)

May 1998 CALFED ECOSYSTEM RESTORATION PROPOSAL SOLICITATION

Proposal Title:
Applicant Name:
Mailing Address:

Telephone:
Fax:

Amount of funding requested: $ for years

Indicate the Topic for which you are applying (check only one box). Note that this is an important decision:
see page __ of the Proposal Solicitation Package for more information.

[] Fish Passage Assessment [] Fish Passage Improvements
[] Floodplain and Habitat Restoration [] Gravel Restoration

[] Fish Harvest [] Species Life History Studies
[] Watershed Pla~mingiImplementation[] Education

[] Fish Screen Evaluations - Alternatives and Biological Priorities

Indicate the geographic area of your proposal (check only one box):
r~ Sacramento River Malnstem [] Sacramento Tributary:
[] Delta [] East Side Delta Tributary:
[] Suisun Marsh and Bay [] San Joaquin Tributary:
[] San Joaquin River Mainstem [] Other:
[] Landscape (entire Bay-Delta watershed) []North Bay:

Indicate the primary species which the proposal addresses (check no more than two boxes):
[] San Joaquin and East-side Delta tributaries fall-run chinook salmon
[] Winter-run chinook salmon [] Spring-run chinook salmon
[] Late-fall run chinook salmon rn Fall-run chinook salmon
[] Delta smelt [] Longfin smelt
[] Splittail rn Steelhead trout
[] Green sturgeon [] Striped bass
[] Migratory birds

~Eb
PSP May 1998

BAY.DELTA
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COVER SHEET (PAGE 2 of 2)                                ~,

May 1998 CALFED ECOSYSTEM RESTORATION PROPOSAL SOLICITATION

Indicate the type of applicant (check only one box):

[] State agency [] Federal agency

[] Public/Non-profit joim venture [] Non-profit

[] Local government/district [] Private party
[] University [] Other:

Indicate the type of project (check only one box):
[] Planning [] Implementation
[] Monitoring [] Education
[] Research

By signing below, the applicant declares the following:

(1) the truthfulness of all representations in their proposal;

(2) the individual signing the form is entitled to submit the application on behalf of the applicant (if
applicant is an entity or organization); and

(3) the person submitting the application has read and understood the conflict of interest and confidentiality
discussion in the PSP (Section II.K) and waives any and all rights to privacy and confidentiality of the
proposal on behalf of the applicant, to the extent as provided in the Section.

(Signature of Applicant)
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